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mei mendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third pensation of a chargé d’affaires and that received | ’ 
Sor nad read the third time, and passed. | by him as secretary and interpreter to the lega- oe ee 
rom ROBERT M. WALSH | tion for that period, $1,372 21. | The bill from the House of Representatives to 
$e a “Be ._ || The bill was reported to the Senate without provide a pension for Edmund Mitchell, of Car- 
lute, The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign || amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | Toll county, in the State of Kentucky, was con- 
and Relations for the relief of Robert M. Walsh, was | reading, read the third time, and passed. || sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
12, read the second time, and considered as in Com- || 7 |, poses to place his name upon the pension roll, at 
Dort mittee of the Whole. JOSEPH GRAHAM. | the rate of eight dollars per month, from the Ist 
ited Its object is to direct the payment to Robert M. || The bill reported by the same committee for the | of March, 1854. 
New Walsh, late secretary of legation of the United || relief of Joseph Graham, was read the second time, | The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ada: States in Mexico, of $833,33, the balance due him || and considered as in Committee of the Whole. | amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
lave for compensation as chargé d’affaires ad inferim in || It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- || third time, and passed. 
the Mexico, in the years 1848 and 1849, during the || ury to pay to Joseph Graham, United States | JOHN BROWN 
absence of the minister. | consul at cies Ayres, $999 50, as compensa- | ’ . . 
1 at The bill was reported to the Senate without | tion for his services as chargé d’atlaires ad interim House bill for the relief of John Brown, second, 
rom amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third || at that place from the 3d of August to the 11th of of New Hampshire, was considered as in Com- 
dred reading, read the third time, and passed. | September, 1852, and from the 25th of November, |, Mittee of the Whole. 
Mir | 1852, to the 26th of March, 1853, embracing in || !t proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
first OS ee || the aggregate a period of five months and ten aes | terior to place his name on the roll of invalid 
that The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign || the amount being one half of the compensation of | pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
aba Relations for the relief of George W. Lippitt, || , chargé d’affaires for that period. from the 9th of February, 1852, to continue during 
it of received its second reading, and was considered || Pine bill was reported to the Senate without | his natural life. 
that by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third || The bill was reported to the Senate without 
rom It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- || reading read the third time, and passed amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
the ury to pay toG. W. Lippitt, United States consul || : . . || third time, and passed. 
case at Vienna, $1,075,10, for compensation for taking || FERDINAND COXE. | 
free charge of the archives of the United States lega- || The bill reported by the same committee for the | Se 
rom tion at Vienna, and performing diplomatic services || relief of Ferdinand Coxe, was read the second | _ House bill for the relief of John H. Hicks, of 
case from the 13th of October to the 10th of December, | time, and considered as in Committee of the | Indiana, was considered as in Committee of the 
|e 1952, and from the 2ist of May to the 13th of | Whole. W hole. 
ruld September, 1853, embracing in the aggregate a | jt proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- Its design is to instruct the Secretary of the 
five, period of five months and twenty-one days, this ury to pay to Ferdinand Coxe, late secretary of Interior to place the name of John H. Hicks, of 
the sum being one half of the salary of a chargé the United States legation to Chili, $729 17, the Indiana, upon the list of invalid pensioners, at the 
aval d'affaires for that period. difference between the compensation of a secretary | Tate of eight dollars per month, from the 1st of 
vere The bill was reported to the Senate without | of legation and that of a chargé d’aflaires, from January, 1853, to continue during his natural life. 
the amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third the j2th of May to the 16th of August, 1853, The bill was reported to the Senate without 
was reading, read the third time, and passed. |, during which period heacted in the latter capacity, | 2mendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
ated HENRY SAVAGE. ‘| The bill was reported to the Senate without || third time, and passed. 
“ The next bill on the Calendar was one reported ee be —— _ a third ABRAHAM AUSMAN. 
sale by the Committee on Foreign Relations for the ee || House bill for the relief of Abraham Ausman, 
hips relief of Henry Savage, which received its sec- | GEORGE H. PAIGE. | which proposes to increase his present pension 
- ond reading, and was considered as in Committee || py, Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | from six to eight dollars a month, was considered 
ired of the Whole. || proceeded to consider House bill for the relief of | #8 in Committee of the Whole, reported without 
ofi- Its object is to direct the Secretary of the Treas- Lieutenant George H. Paige, of the United States | 2mendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
end ury to pay to Henry Savage, United States con- Army. Its purpose = he Gineeh the proper ac: || third time, and passed. 
yay: sul at Guatemala, $14,000 for we a sn 'n || counung officer of the Treasury to allow and credit || LIEUTENANT FRANCIS WARE. 
ces, aking charge of and preserving the archives of ||.) 7 ieutenant George H. Paige, the sum of $62 23, || ; . 
sted the former United States legation at that place, | i). amount paid by him to a Phillips, « private The bill from the House of Representatives for 
one and communicating to his Government at home, || ;, ine United States Army, for aawelannaie poe nt the relief of the legal representatives of Lieuten- 
9h regularly, useful and highly important informa- || jij jeer. in June, 1849. ant Francis Ware, was considered as in Commit- 
os tion during the several intervals from February, ||“ p.,” bill was reported to the Senate without tee of the Whole. 
the 1330, to November, 1833, from May, 1842, to | eueendenent. cadeaed bp &,.thind reading, read the || As it appears from the books in the Re ster’s 
November 1848, and from May, 1850, to Febru- || 11504 time. and passed ? | office of the Treasury Department, that there is 
ont ary, 1854, making an aggregate of fourteen years, | . P . || now outstanding and unpaid in favor of Lieuten- 
aa during which the United States had no other diplo- | WILLIAM B. KIBBEY. |, ant Francis Ware, deceased, a final settlement 
matic or consular agent at Guatemala. | The bill reported by the Committee on the Dis- || eertificate for commutation pay for $251 10, (No. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | trict of Columbia for the relief of William B. | 92,816,) the bill proposes to direct the Secretary 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | Kibbey, was read the second time, and considered | of the Treasury to cause to be published, for the 
fon, reading, read the third time, and passed. || as in Committee of the Whole. | Space of two weeks, in two weekly papers of 
sid- $s woternn || Its object is to appropriate $7,211 47 to William Washington, a notice that he has been directed to 
; acy 4 Ra . B. Kibbey, for leather furnisned for the use of the | Pay !t, and calling upon any persons who 4 it 
unt- The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign enitentiary in the District of Columbia. own it to produce it to him for payment; and if, 
wis Relations for the relief of J. B. Holman, was read P By the sixth section of the act of Congress, || &t the expiration of three months from the date of 
ives the second time, and considered as in Committee | , Tad March 3, 1829, the warden of the pen- || the notice, no person shall present it for payment, 
asst of the Whole. seca is authorized to purchase materials for | it is to be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
= Its object is to direct the Secretary of the Treas- || 11, labor of the convicts, and make all needful || uty to pay the amount, with interest, at the rate 
ury topay toJ. B. Holman, late United States contracts for supplies necessary for the peniten- || of three per cent., from January 1, 1791, to Jan- 
haut secretary of legation in Chili, $716 67, as com- || oo ang nodes’ thie authority, the warden, in | wary 1, 1852, to the heir or heirs-at-law of Lieu- 
hird pensation for extra clerical duties performed by || the Gites 1852-53-54 purchased of William B. | tenant Ware; but it is provided, that before such 
im in bringing up the records of the legation, || Kibve of Washington city, for the use of the | payment shall be made, the heir or heirs shall 
from the 16th of February to the 24th of June, | aad leather amounting to $7,211 47, || execute a bond, payable to the United States, in 
rted 1850, during which period there was no secretary || hich etgant is reported to be due in the annual | double the amoant to be paid, with two good and 
tl to the legation. : || report of the warden, made to the President, || sufficient securities, conditioned to indemnify the 
ida The bill was reported to the Senate without | died January 16 1854 || Government of the United States against the legal 
e of amendment, ordered'to be engrossed for @ third || “he bill was reported to the Senate without || claim of any person for the payment of the cer 
reading, read the third time, and passed. amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third || tificate alleged to be lost or destroyed. 

So PETER PARKER. reading, read the third time, and passed. a riage og pall Pee hw - 
The bi ittee on Foreign | : the chair.) e Chair will call the attention ¢ 
, fo Relations for the relat of one Packen, received | OLIVER BROWN: the Senate to a verbal amendment which this bill 
wd its second reading, and was considered as in Com- || The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, con- |) seems to require. It speaks of the ‘* ratification 
tous mittee of the Whole. || sidered Hoase bill to provide a pension for Oliver | of this act.’’ The word “ ratification”’ should be 
i It proposes to authorize the payment to Peter || Brown, of Chemung county, New York, which || ‘*approval.”” If there be no objection the amend- 

5; arker, secretary of legation and Chinese inter- || proposes to allow him a pension of four dollars a | ment will be made. A anata bal 
; i preter to the United States legation at Canton, for | month from March 1, 1854. | The amendment was agreed to; the bil was re 


ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, the bill was ordered to a 


third reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


is services as chargé d’affaires ad interim at that || The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
sa piace, from the 24th of May, 1852, to the 3ist of || amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
as anuary, 1853, the difference between the com- |! third time, and passed, 
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JOHN COLE. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider House bill for the relief of John 
Cole, the object of which is to direct the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to pay to John Cole, of Lake 
county, Ohio, now a pensioner of the United States, 
ninety-six dollars per annum, in lieu of any pen- 
sion heretofore allowed to him, to be continued 
during his natural life. 


Cole is ninety-three years of age, and unable to | 


work on account of extreme age and a rupture, 
caused by lifting and carrying grape-shot while 
in the service of the Government. He has no 
other means of support than his pension of five 
dollars per month. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


GEORGE LYNCH. 


as in Committee of the Whole. 

it is intended to allow George Lynch, of St. 
Charles county, Missouri, a full pension of eight 
dollars per month, instead of six dollars per month, 
the amount which he is now receiving under a 
apecial act of Congress heretofore passed for his 


| but died before he was enabled to do so. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| proper accounting officers, and to pay the amount | 


found due to Betsey W. Eve, his widow. 

Owing to some error in the adjustment of his 
salary account, Mr. Eve was entitled to compen- 
sation for seven days not embraced therein; dying 
three days after presenting his letter of recall, his 
estate should have been allowed his funeral ex- 
penses; and, if his wife or any member of his 
family had been with him at the time of his death, 


he would have been entitled to one quarter salary | 


for return. Upon the adjustment of his accounts 


at the Fifth Auditor’s office, there was a balance | 
reported due from him of $531 99 on his account | 
for salary, and there was an additional item of | 


$206 50, which had been suspended in adjusting 


his contingent account for want of vouchers, | 


which Mr. Eve promised to obtain and forward, 


Eve, having sought relief from Congress, cannot |, 


| now, it is believed, obtain an adjustment of her 
The bill of the House of Representatives for | 
the relief of George Lynch, was next considered | 


1 


benefit, the increase to commence on the 6th of | 


June, 1552, the time at which his proof of total 
disability was perfected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 


third time, and passed. 
GEORGE ELLIOT. 
The Senate as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 


ceeded to consider House bill for the relief of | ° 
| Committee of the Whole. 


George Elliott. 
It is intended to allow George Elliott, of Frank- 
lin county, Missouri, a pension of eight dollars 


a month, instead of the pension of six dollars per | 


month, which he is now receiving, under a special 


act of Congress, the increase to commence from | 
the Ist of January, 1852, when his proof of total | 


disability was perfected. 

No amendments being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE J. RALLSTON. 


J. Rallston was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It is to instruct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of George J. Rallston upon the 
pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
from the Ist of January, 1854, to continue during 
his life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GOVE. 


House bill for the relief of William Gove was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Its object is to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to pow the name of William Gove, of the 
State of Maine, upon the pension rolls, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month, so long as he shall live, 
commencing January 1, 1854. 

The bill was reported without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM PARKER. 


The House bill for the relief of William Parker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


_ It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to 


addition to the pension of four dollars per month 
granted him by act of May 19, 1824. 
The bill was reported without amendment, 


passed, 
BETSEY W. EVE. 

The bill reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations for the relief of Betsey W. Eve, was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
“nittee of the Whole. 

lt is to direct the Secretary of State to cause 
the accounts of Joseph Eve, deceased, late chargé 
d'affaires of the United States to the late republic 


ay to William Parker, of New York, | 
four dol ars per month, so long as he shall live, | 
commencing January 1, 1853—that sum to be in | 
|| in company G, Eighth Infantry, United States 





accounts unless Congress autherizes it. 


cases, his estate is entitled to one quarter return 


salary. The committee are of opinion that any | 


just claim which the petitioner may have against 
the United States should not be prejudiced by the 


fact of her applying to Congress; and believe that | 
upon the proper adjustment of the accounts of her || 


late husband, the claim will be found to be just. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SMITH AND STEVENS. 


The bill of the Committee on Commerce for 
the relief of James H. Smith and Charles Stevens 
was read a second time, and considered as in 


Its object is to instruct the district attorney of 


the United States for the district of Maryland to | 


investigate the claim of James H. Smith and 
Charles Stevens, for damages resulting from the 


wreck of the schooner Drumscale and cargo, al- || 


leged to have been caused by hidden obstructions 


placed in the Patapsco river, under the authority | 


of the Government of the United States, and to 
report to the Secretary of the Treasury the result 


of his investigation, and his opinion whether or | 
| not the United States arelegally responsible to pay | 
|| any and what amount to them. 
The bill of the House for the relief of George || 


If the district at- 


any sum of money to Smith and Stevens, the Sec- 


| retary of the Treasury, if he shall approve the | 
| report and opinion, is to pay to them such amount, | 
| not exceeding three thousand dollars, as in his || 


| judgment they may be justly and legally entitled 
| to demand for the loss and damage. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES W. CARROLL. 


|| The bill for the relief of Charles W. Carroll 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Its object is to appropriate $5,000 to Charles W. 


|, Carroll, as compensation and damages for injuries 


'| sustained by him by reason of his wrongful arrest | 
and imprisonment as a deserter from the Army of 


|| the United States. 


| 


'| Coffey was considered as in Committee of the | 





The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORNELIUS COFFEY. 
| House bill granting bounty land to Cornelius 


Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to issue to Cornelius Coffey, late a private 


| Army, a land warrant for one hundred and sixty 


\| acres of land. 
ordered to athird reading, read the third time, and || 
|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| third time, and passed. 


ELEANOR HOOPLE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- | 
|| ceeded to consider the bill of the House of Repre- | 
| sentatives for the relief of Eleanor Hoople, of the | 


Province of Canada. 


It proposes to direct the payment of $300 to her | 


for care, service, and attention to Daniel Holden, 


of Texas, to be audited and adjusted by the |! an American soldier in 1814. 


GLOBE, 


Mrs. |! 


Mrs. | 
Eve was with her husband at the time of his | 
| death, and, therefore, according to usage in such | 


torney shall report, that in his opinion the United | 
States are legally responsible for the payment of | 











February 9, 
Mrs. Hoople is a widow woman, residine ,,, 
| the Canada shore of the St. Lawrence, at a seiat 
where a creek called Hoople’s creek has its a. 
fluence with that river, eleven miles below Chry.. 
ler’s Farm. The day before the battle of Ch; 4 
ler’s Farm, the advance of the American . 
halted in front of the house of her husband. Th 
Canada militia had just completed the demolition 
of the bridge across the creek, and had taker 
shelter in an oak shrubbery a little north of the 
road, and within musket range of the elevation 
upon which the house of her husband Stood 
They fired upon the Americans, which caused 
skirmish to ensue, in which an American Soldier 
of Forsyth’s rifles, named Daniel Holden, was 
wounded in the knee by a musket shot, and was 
| brought into the petitioner ’s house; two surgeons 
belonging to the American Army came in short}; 
| afterwards, and, after making an unsuccessfi| 
|| attempt to extract the ball, left him, saying «the 
wagons would take him up;” but no wagons 
came by thehouse. The bridge being demolished 
the American Army diverged from the highway 
some distance above the house, and crossed the 
creek at a fording-place a considerable distance jy 
the rear. The British army passed down shortly 
after, from which a surgeon came to see the 
wounded man, who said that it would be impossi)i|e 
toremovehim. From that day to the period of his 
death, which was on Easter Sunday following, 
he was kindly taken care of by the family of the 
etitioner, and his remains were decently interred 
& her husband in the Episcopal burial ground, in 
the vicinity, at his own expense. Mrs. Hoople 
is now eighty-four years of age, very poor, and 
almost blind. 
The bill was reported without amendment, or. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
| passed. 


SIMEON STEDMAN. 
| The bill reeported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs for the benefit of Simeon Stedman, 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
|| Its object is to direct the proper accounting ofi- 
cers to pay to Simeon Stedman, for his services 
asa private in Captain Ripley’s company, Thirty- 
Seventh Infantry, in the war of 1812, from the 
Ist June, 1814, to the 7th April, 1815, in the same 
manner as if he had been honorably discharged 
from the service of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN PUTNAM. 
The bill from the House of Representatives for 
| the relief of the legal representatives of John Put- 
| nam, was considered as in Committe of the 
|| Whole. It proposes to allow them $795 72 for 
his services and money paid by him for the Uni- 
ted States, at the port of Genesee, New York. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 
SIDNEY P. POOL. 
‘| ‘The bill of the House for the relief of Sidney 
P. Pool, of the State of Maine, which proposes 
to place him on the invalid pension roll at six dol- 
lars e month, from January Ist, 1854, was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole, reported 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


LINCOLN BATES. 

House bill for the relief of Lincoln Bates, was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

Its object is to allow him fifty-five dollars, in 
full of the damages sustained by him asa night 
|| watchman in the public stores at New York in 
|| July, 1849, in suppressing a fire therein, being the 
amount of his account as now on file in the Treas- 
“~ Department. 
he bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
| 


i] 
| 
| 





a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POLLY CARVER. 

The bill from the House for the relief of Polly 
Carver, widow and executrix of Nathan Carver, 
deceased, which proposes to allow her $334 79, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 





| PARMELIA SLAVIN. 
| The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
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1855. 
neoceeded to consider the bill for the relief of Par- 
melia Slavin, late the wife of John Blue, deceased. 
jis object is to place the name of Parmelia Slavin, 
the widow of William Slavin, deceased, and ney 
the widow of John Blue, deceased, upon the roll 
of pensioners of the United States, at the rate of 
four dollars per month, for five years from the 1st | 
of January, 1848, in full satisfaction of her claim 
to pension as widow of John Blue. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. YOUNG. 


The bill reported by the Committee on Claims, 
for the relief of William P. Young, was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. , 

Its object is to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle and adjust, and pay | 
the claim of William P. Young for compensation as 
an inspector of customs at Portsmouth, Virginia, | 
from the 2d of April, 1834, to the 31st of October, 
1838, at the rate of three dollars per day; but the 
amount that has been heretofore paid him on ac- 
count of the service is first to be deducted. 

Mr. Young was duly appointed inspector of 
customs in the district of Norfolk and Portsmouth, 
Virginia, and performed the duties of the office in | 
an efficient and satisfactory manner from the 2d | 
of April, 1834, te the 31st of October, 1838. In 
his letter to the collector, dated the 9th March, 
1334, approving and sanctioning the appointment 
of Mr. Young as an inspector, the Secretary of 
the Treasury said he would be allowed a per 
diem rate of compensation not to exceed $500 a 
year. He was accordingly paid at that rate. The 
claim is for the difference between the amount 
received and the rate of three dollars per day—the 
rate fixed by law as the compensation of inspectors 
of the customs. An application was made to the 
Department, in 1838, for this balance, and a report 
on the case favorable to the claimant was made to 
the Secretary by the First Comptroller. The 
Secretary, however, declined to make the allow- | 
ance. 

In 1853, the matter was again brought to the 
attention of the Treasury Department, and the | 
Commissioner of Customs, in his official report 
upon the case to the Secretary, reported in his 


favor. But the Secretary, as it appears, did not | 


concur in it. The act of 1799 provides, that to 
each inspector there shall be allowed, for every 
day he shall be actually employed in aid of the 
customs, a sum not exceeding two dollars. The 
act of 1816 otto that an addition of fifty per 
cent. upon the sums allowed as compensation to 
inspectors should be allowed. It is argued, on 
the part of the claimant, that Congress decided, 
by the act of 1816, increasing the compensation 
of inspectors fifty per cent., that the previous 
allowance of two dollars per day was insufficient, 


and that under that law they are entitled to receive || 


three dollars per day. 

Two precedents are referred to as sanctioning 
this construction of the law: The case of Mr. 
Morton, inspector at Georgetown, District of 
Columbia, as ordered by the Comptroller, after a 
lapse of twenty-nine years. 
allowance to the inspector was adjusted at two 
dollars per day, because the service-was performed 
prior to the act of 1816; and the case of Mr. | 


Gayle, inspector at Norfolk and Portsmouth—a | 


case directly in point. Eight years after his 


employment, in precisely the same situation of | 


Mr. Young, the Secretary of the Treasury ordered 
that his pay should be fixed at three dollars per 


day from the time he was qualified. “ x th fort of dis- || 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | Gomaeene <_ for probing. Se, tne. cases’ of Ss 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. C. M’FERRAN AND S. D. STURGIS. 


The bill for the relief of John C. McFerran and 
Samuel D, Sturgis, of the United States Army, 
was read asecond time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Its object is to cause the Secretary of War to 
pay to Lieutenant John C. McFerran, of the Uni- 
ted States Army, the difference between his pay 
as first lieutenant of infantry and that of assistant 


adjutant general, from the month of October, 1851, | 


to the 16th of July, 1852; and to Lieutenant Sam- 
uel D. Sturgis, the difference between his pay as 


TH 


In that case the | 


first lieutenant of dragoons and that of assistant 
adjutant general, from the Ist of November, 1852, 
to the 12th of August, 1853; they having served 
as assistant adjutants general under command of 
Colonel E. V. Sumner, of the ninth military de- 
partment of the United States Army, during the 
periods respectively named above. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL BEDINGER’S HEIRS. 


The bill of the House for the relief of Daniel 
Bedinger’s heirs, was considered as in Committee 
| of the Whole. 

The bill, as it passed the House, proposed to 
direct the proper accounting officer of the Treas- 


| 
| 


| ury to pay the full amount of five years’ commu- 


tation pay as lieutenant of infantry in the Army 
of the Revolution, with interest from the 4th Feb- 


| ruary, 1852, to the children of Daniel Bedinger; 


and in case of the death of any of the children, 
leaving achild or children now living, then to such 
surviving child or children, in the same proportion 
_ their deceased parent would have taken if 
iving. 

The Committee on Revolutionary Claims re- 
ported it, with an amendment to strike out the 
| provision allowing interest. 
| The amendment was agreed to; the bill was 
| reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, and ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES M’CORMICK. 

The bill for the relief of Charles McCormick, 
assistant surgeon in the United States Army, was 
read ‘a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to 


allow and pay to Charles McCormick, assistant | 
|| surgeon in the United States Army, a commission 


of a half of one per cent. upon the moneys dis- 
bursed by him at New Orleans, Louisiana, under 
| the first section of the act of Congress, approved 


|| March 2, 1847; but the commission is not to ex- | 


ceed $1,000 in any one year of the time during 
| which he was engaged in making the disburse- 
| ments. ; ' 

Doctor McCormick was, in 1846, stationed at 
New Orleans as medical purveyor. In addition 
to his duties as such, he was required to give his 
professional services to the officers and soldiers— 
| stationary and transient—at New Orleans, which 


| gave him as full employment as could be fairly | 


required from one individual. While thus fully 
occupied, he was called upon by General Brooke 
| to attend also to the numerous invalid soldiers 


‘| and other discharged men constantly arriving in 


| New Orleans, from Mexico and other places, and 
| to disburse the money appropriated for their bene- 
| fit, under the act approved March 2, 1847. Thea 
| business of collecting together and providing for 
the discharged soldiers, teamsters, and others 
arriving from various divisions of the Army, was 
altogether extraneous to his legitimate duties, in- 
volved great responsibility, and was attended with 
actual loss in the disbursement of money entrusted 
to his care and management. By an extraordi- 
nary effort, Doctor McCormick discharged these 
duties to the satisfaction of all concerned. Pay- 
masters in the Army were allowed by law a per- 
centage of half of one per cent. upon payments 
| made to volunteers in the Mexican war. 

McCormick not only discharged his arduous and 
| responsible duties as surgeon, but also disbursed, 
/as acting paymaster, the sum appropriated by 


charged soldiers,’? &c. And the committee are of 


| 


| of March 2, 1847, as was 93 to paymasters in 

the Army, under the act of August 12, 1348. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
|| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. BUEL. 
| 


The bill for the relief of William P. Buel was 
| read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
_ tee of the Whole. 

Its object is to direct the Secretary of War to 
| pay to Doctor Buel, $500, in full compensation 
' for his services rendered to the United States 
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Doctor | 


| the opinion that he ought to be allowed the same | 
| commission for his disbursements, under the act | 
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troops and their families, who were on board the 
steamer San Francisco and the ship Three Bells, 
after the disaster to that steamer, from December 
29, 1853, to January 15, 1854. 

He was the medical officer of the steamer San 
Francisco at the time of her wreck on the 24th of 
December, 1853, when the third regiment of United 
States artillery, en route from New York to San 
Francisco, were passengers on that steamer. On 
the 29th of December, 1853, the two regimental 
surgeons left the wreck with a small portion of the 
command in the bark Kilby, leaving behind about 
four hundred soldiers, with a large number of 
women and children—their wives and families. 
On the following day a malignant disease resem- 
bling Asiatic cholera broke out among the troops 
and their families, and Doctor Buel being the only 
medical man on board, was requested by Major 
Wyse, then in command, to attend upon the sick; 
which he did for seventeen days—nine days on 
the wreck, and eight days on board the Three 
Bells. During these seventeen days there were fifty 
to a hundred always on the sick list, and Doctor 
Buel states that his attendance upon them was 
at the imminent danger of his own life. He has 
never received a cent of compensation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
to be engrossed, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CASE. 

House bill for the relief of William Case, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to release him and his surety, Har- 
rison Gould, from a judgment for $320, rendered 
against them in favor of the United States at the 
March term of the United States circuit court, at 
Clarksburg, Virginia, in 1853. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to the third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

AMOS Be EATON. 

The bill for the relief of Amos B. Eaton, a com- 
missary of subsistence in the United States Army, 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
| It is intended to direct the 


roper accounting 
| officers of the Treasury to allow and credit to 
Amos B. Eaton, $1,137 79, the amount paid by 
him to William Sibley, William H. Spencer, and 
A. Herbert, who were clerks in the United States 
commissary department, for services rendered by 
them asauctioneers in the sales of certain damaged 
and surplus subsistence stores at Brazos Island, 
Texas, and at Monterey, Mexico, in the years 
1847 and 1848. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS OBJECTED TO.: 

The following bills as they were announced in 
their order, were objected to by the Senators 
whose names are annexed: 

The bill forthe relief of Benedict J. Heard—By 
Mr. Bayarp. 

The bill for the relief of Captain Philip F. 
Voorhies, United States Navy—By Mr. Suipexr. 

The bill for settling the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Richard W. Meade, deceased—By 
Mr. Bensamin. 

The bill for the relief of Francisco Lope Urriza 
—By Mr. Bensamin. 

The bill for the relief of Amos Kendall and John 
E. Kendall—By Mr. Evans. 

The bill for the relief of Sophia Kirby—By Mr. 
| Bensamin. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph Nock—By Mr. 
| Bensamin. 

The bill to extend a patent heretofore granted 
| to John Shly, of the State of Georgia—By Mr. 
BENJAMIN. 

|. The bill to confirm the claim of John Erwin to 
| a certain tract of land in the Bastrop grant—By 
Mr. Bararp. 

The bill for the relief of Margaret A. Copley, 
| of the State of Louisiana—By Mr. Bararp. 

The bill authorizing the Commissioner of Pat- 


| ents to grant an extension of a patent to Samuel 


Colt, a citizen of the United States, for an im- 
| provement in fire-arms—By Mr. Bensamu. 
|” The bill for the relief of L. E.L. A. Lawson, 
sole surviving heiress of General Eleazur W . Rip- 
| ley, deceased—By Mr. Cray. 
The bill for the relief of Overton Love and Jobn 
| Guest, of the Chickasaw nation—By Mr. Cuase. 
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The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James Bell, deceased—By Mr. Srvarr. 

The bill for the relief of Cyrus H. McCormick 
—By Mr. Bensamin. 

The bill for the relief of the chiefs, headmen, 
and warriors of the friendly Creek Indians engaged 
in the war of 1814—By Mr. Cray. 

The bill for the relief of Charles Stearns—By 
Mr. Bayarp. 

The bill to authorize T. H. McManus to enter, 
by preémption, certain lands in the Greensburg 
te district—~The report was adverse. 

The bill for the relief of John Boyd—By Mr. 
Weer. ; : 

The bill for the relief of William K. Jennings, | 
and others—By Mr. Sumner. 


The bill for the relief of the widow of James C. 
Batchelder, who was killed while assisting the 
United States marshal for the district of Massa- 
chusetts in the execution of a law of Congress— 
By Mr. Sumner. 

The bill for the relief of Robert C. Schenck and | 
Jehn 8. Pendleton—By Mr. Wacker. 

The joint resolution for the relief John Donnell | 
& Sons—By Mr. Bensamin. 

House bill for the relief of Adolphus Mier and | 
company, of St. Louis—By Mr. Bensamin. 

House bill for the relief of Charles H. Wilgus 
—By Mr. Wetver. 

House bill for the relief of S. R. Lyon, and | 
Dean 8. Howard, of the State of New York— | 
By Mr. Srvarr. 

House bill for the relief of John H. King— | 
By Mr. Cray. 

House bill for the relief Anna E. Cook—By 
Mr. Cuiar. 


| 


MARESGD FRR PEP Never. | Mr. WELLER. Allow me to say that this | 


|| should be at war, is still to be maintained. On this poiut, 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forwer, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had agreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the following bills of the House: 

A bill to secure the rights of citizenship to chil- 
dren of citizens of the United States born out of 
the limits thereof; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Larkin Smith; 


and | 
A bill for the relief of Lieutenant J. C. Cartter. || 


Also; that they had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which they requested the concurrence of | 
the Senate: 

A bill changing the times ef holding the United 
States courts in Tennessee; 

A bill to provide for holding the United States 
courts in the northern and southern districts of 
Florida, in case of the sickness or disability of 
either of the judges of those districts; 

A bill to regulate the salaries of the district 
judges of the United States; 

A joint resolution explanatory of the act giving 
compensation to Judges Woo 
man, { 

A bill to divide the State of Illinois inte two 
judicial districts; 

A bill concerning the apprehension and delivery 
of deserters from foreign vessels in the ports of the 
United States; 

A bill to provide for the accommodation of the 
courts of the United States for the districtof Mary- | 
land, and for a post office at Baltimorecity, Mary- 
land; 

A bill to amend the act, approved August 31, 
1852, making further provision for the watisfac-— 
tion of Virginia land warrants; and 

A bill to authorize the printing of the opinions | 
of the Attorney General. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. } 


The message also announced that the Speaker 


had signed the following enrolled bills, which were || 


thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
A bill for the relief of Samuel A. Belden& Co.; 
A bill to provide for the ascertainment and satis- | 


faction of claims of American citizens for spolia- || 


tion committed by the French prior to the 31st 
day of July, 1801; 

A bill to refund to the officers of the customs 
and otbers, of the district of Passamaquoddy, 
certain moneys; 

A bill confirming a land claim to Elijah White, 
of the Territory of Washington; 

A bill for the relief of George Bush, of Thurs- 
ton county, Washington Territory; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Morse, of Essex, 
county of Chittenden, in the State of Vermont; 
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cial districts, and to provide for holding the dis- 
trict courts of the United States therein; 

A bill to secure the rights of citizenship to the 
children of citizens of the United States born out 
of the limits thereof; and 

A bill for the relief of John Steene. 


ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. ADAMS presented additional documents 
in the case of D. M. Wilson & Co.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. STUART. The time which was fixed in 
the order made this morning as the limit for the 
consideration of those bills which were not eb- 
jected to, has now arrived. I am very anxious te 
have the Armstrong case disposed of. 

Several Senators. We had better go through 
with the private bills that are not objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) ‘The Chair understood from the Pres- 
ident of the Senate that, at the time of meeting 
this morning, the Senate, by general understand- 
ing, determined to 
such cases on the Private Calendar as would not 
lead to debate, until two o’clock. At that time 
they were to proceed to the consideration of what 
is called the Armstrong case. The subject, how- 
ever, is under the control of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think we had better ge on 
with bills that are not objected to. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I hope we shall take 
up the Armstrong case. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question. 
ceed to the consideration of the Armstrong case. 


morning, when a single objection would have pre- 
vented the course which we have pursued, I ab- 


stained from interposing that objection with the | 


understanding that, at two o’clock, the Senate 


the regular Calendar. Now, it seems that it is 
under the control of the majority. 

Mr. STUART. Notatall. 

The PRESIDENT. The order of the Senate 
was that, at two o’clock, they would proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of 
last Friday. The question, therefore, is on recon- 
sidering the vote by which the bill for the relief 
of the claimants of the private armed brig General 
Armstrong was eadaret ts be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

| Mr. CASS. I shall not detain the Senate five 
| minutes, but since the Senate met I have laid m 
hand uponan English paper, which exhibits sath 
areal curiosity, connected with this subject of 
privateering, that I must read an extract to the 
Senate. I will remark, Mr. President, that one 
motive which [ have in voting for this proposition 
| is, that I consider it will be very encouraging to 
| our citizens in time of war. In the present state 
| of the world, if we are driven to war, we must 
| depend very much for maritime warfare on priva- 
teers. We cannot cope with the great naval 
powers of the world without resorting in that way 
to our citizens. Upon thatsubject some aay just, 
proper, and judicious remarks were made by the 
| President at the commencement of the session, 
It seems that so far as respects 


| which I will read. 
the doctrine that “ free ships make free goods,”’ 
the President has assented to it, and he has been 
met on that proposition by Russia alone. He pro- 
posed it to the two other bellizerents in the present 
| war, but they have not acceded to it. They have 


| 


goes on to remark: 


“ The King of Prussia entirely approves of the project of a 
treaty to the same effect, submitted to him, but proposes an 
additional articie, providing for the renunciation of priva- 
teeriug. Such an article, for most obvious reasons, is much 
desired by nations having naval establishments, larger in 
proportion to their foreign commerce. If it were adopted 
as an international rule, the commerce of a nation having 
comparatively a small naval force would be very much at 
the mercy of its enemy in case of war with a Power of de- 
cided naval superiority. The bare statement ofthe condi- 
tion in which the United States would be placed, after 
having surrendered the right to resort to privateers, in the 
| event of war with a belligérent of naval supremacy, will 
| show that this Government could never listen to sucha 
| proposition. The navy of the first maritime Power in 

Europe is at least ten times as large as that of the United 
| States. The foreign commerce of the two countries is 
| nearly equal, and about equally exposed to hostile depre- 
| dations. In war between that Power and the United States, 


{} without resort on our past to our mercantile marine, te 


It is moved that the Senate pro- | 


held itin abeyance; I donot know why. He then | 
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| 
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roceed to the consideration of || 








{! 


A bill to divide the State of Ohio into two judi- | 
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—— 
means of our enemy to inflict injury upon our 
would be tenfold greater than ours to retaliate. 
not extricate our country from this unequal condition With 
such an enemy, unless we at once departed from onr pres 
ent peaceful policy, and become a great naval Power No: 
would this country be better situated in war with one Of the 
secondary naval Powers. Though the naval disparity would 
be less, the greater extent and more exposed condition of 
our wide-spread commerce would give any of them a jix 
advantage over us. 7 
* The proposition to enter into engagements to for 
sort to privateers, in case this country should be forced into 
| war with a great naval Power, is not entitled to more fg 
_ vorable consideration than would be a proposition to agree 
not to accept the services of volunteers for operations on 
land. When the honor or the rights of our country require 
it to assume a hostile attitude, itconfidently relies upon the 
patriotism of its citizens, not ordinarily devoted to the mil- 
itary profession, to augment the Army and the Navy, so as 
to make them fully adequate to the emergency which Calls 
| them into action. The proposal to surrender the right to 
| employ privateers is professedly founded upon the Principle 
that private property of unoffending non-combatants 
| though enemies, should be exempt from the ravages of war: 
| but the proposed surrender goes but a little way in carrying 
out that principle, which equally requires that such private 
| property should not be seized or molested by national ships 
of war. Should the leading Powers of Europe concur in 
proposing, as a rule of international law, to exempt private 
property, upon the ocean, from seizure by public-armeq 
cruisers, as well as by privateers, the United States wijj 
readily meet them upon that broad ground.’’ 


I will now call the attention of the Senate to 
seme remarks made upon this proposition in the 
eculiar, characteristic style of Englishmen, in a 
PP liberal paper, ‘‘ The Examiner.”’ It takes 
some very curious views on the subject: 


*¢ The rights of neutrals form, of course, a large and im- 
portant portion of the American message. The acceptance 
| by England and France of the principle, even for the time 

that free ships make free goods, is hailed as an advance, 
Sut surely such a waiving of belligerent rights by the two 
| great maritime nations ought to have suggested an example 
| to the United States. It would seem that their right of 
granting letters of marque to cruisers, in case their country 


com merce 
We could 
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President Pierce puts forth arguments singularly at variance 
| with, or rather singularly behind, those which prevail in 
Lurepe. In the Old World greater and greater reluctance 
is shown to the use of mercenary troops. We prefer 


. . | making war with our own and ouro so) § 
would go back and resume the consideration of || ae ane 5) lege on 


with those of our frank and avowed allies. To purloin or 
purchase fighting men from timid neutrals is very generally 
disliked. ‘he American President nevertheless argues, 
that merely because America is weak in ships of war, it 
must retain the right of chartering privateers among those 
of any or of all countries anxious to practise the profession 
of sea-robbers. And on no account is America to desist 
from this practice, until the broad principle is established of 
oon private property whether on shipboard or on 
land. 

‘This may appear to have in view a very specious and 
philanthropic objeet, but it would be found, we suspect, 
| hugely difficult of application. For example, were such a 
| principle established, a country like the United States 
| might be guilty of the most wanton aggression, yet by pre- 
| senting no ships of war at sea, and no fortresses or objects 

of national property near the coast, it might prevent the 

fleets of the injured Power from exercising reprisals, or 
| taking vengeance of any kind. Thesmallest island Power 

might with impunity provoke the strongest, the existence 

of fleets themselves would ultimately become idle, and 
| what are called maritime Powers might be swept from the 
| map of the world. That the United States contemplate 
establishing a principle from which such results may flow, 
we can hardly believe. We prefer to assume that, when 
they please to make such demands, it is merely a mode of 
refusing or evading counter demands more reasonable.” 


| This article, from which I have read an extract 
takes the ground that England never subsidizes, 
and never engages in a mercenary war. Now, 
Mr. President, as to granting letters of marque 
and reprisal, we have never sold them to for- 
| eigners; we never sell them as they do in Europe. 
There is nothing mercenary about our mode of 
procedure, unless it is mercenary to a our 
own citizens to fight our own battles. I do not 
know of an instance in the history of our Govern- 


|| ment in which we have employed foreign priva- 


teers. We have discountenanced it from the 
commencement; and now let me say, that the 
principle for which the President contends is 4 
great. principle of the law of nations, which has 
been acted on for centuries. When the millenium 
arrives, when there is no war to do harm, it will 
_be very well to abandon everything; but until 
then we must hold to our rights, when those 
rights are essentially necessary to our self-preser- 
vation. England, says this modest writer, subsi- 
dizes nobody; makes no mercenary warfare. She 
subsidizes the whole face of creation. She subsi- 
dized Europe for twenty years against Napoleon. 
|She subsidized the Hessians to come to this 


country. She subsidized the Indians; and at this 
very moment she is subsidizing the Sardinian 
| Government to raise fifteen thousand men, and 
has passed a new law subsidizing an immense 
number of troops on the continent; and yet, with 
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all these facts before him, this English writer puts | 
forth to England and to the world, the belief that | 

the United States alone, in refusing to surrender 
everything, are guided by mercenary motives. 
tohn Bull has a notorious power of deglutition; 
we all know that; but 1 say, if he can swallow 
this, his capacity exceeds that of any anaconda | 
which can be found in the vast regions that he 
has gained by subsidizing one portion of the 
neopleagainst another. ‘Thereis an English idio- 
eyneracy on this subject. Sometimes I am almost 
ready to believe that they are serious; but I can- 
not, at others, come to that conclusion. They 
are always talking about forbearance and modera- 
tion, and about the cupidity and capacity for 
acquisition of Brother Jonathan! A State, lying 
off the west coast of Europe, she commands half 
the world, and has given rise to that most mag- | 
nificent metaphor of Mr. Webster, in which he 
says that the sound of her drum follows the sun 
over the world. Howdid shegetitall? Sir, she 
never got a foot of it except by war, by blood- 
shed; and, sir, we have not obtained a foot by 
such means. I have merely brought this to the 
attention of the Senate as about the strangest 
inconsistency that can be found; and I have no 
doubt whatever, that from John O’Groat’s house 
tothe Land’s end, every word of that will be 
read, believed, and swallowed. 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider; and they were ordered. | 

Mr. PEARCE addressed the Senate. His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will state that I exam- 
ined the subject. A bill was introduced by Mr. 
Webster on the last evening but one of the ses- 
sion, in 1834. It passed the Senate immediately, 
and was sent to the other House, and concurred 
in immediately; and, as [ understand from the 
report in the Globe, it was a gratuity by the Gov- 
ernment, for the gallantry shown on that occasion, 
ofa sum of money to be distributed pro rata, as if 
it were prize money, among the captain and crew. 

Mr. BELL. That is a material consideration 
with me. I have voted for this bill heretofore; but || 
| had understood that that was given in consider- 
ation of that amount, at least, which was due to 
the brig General Armstrong for the captures of 
British vessels prior to her destruction. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There was no occasion 
for a law authorizing the distribution of prize 
money to the parties. The act is entitled ** An act 
to distribute a sum of money among the officers 
and crew of the General Armstrong.” It is to be 
distributed as prize money; but that, as suggested || 
by the Senator from Maryland, is merely showing | 
the mode of distribution. It was not prize money 
that they were entitled to. If there was so much 
money due them for prize money, there was no 
need of a law to authorize its distribution. 

Mr. BELL. I have voted for this bill steadily 
heretofore; but one of the grounds upon which | 
have given my vote was, that 1 thought it was a 
proper case for such a gratuity. I should have 
supposed that it ought to have been a larger 
amount than $10,000, if that is what the appro- 
priation was made for. 

The honorable Senator from Maryland says 
that the intimation of the Senator from Michigan 
was rather extravagant; that we ought, as a gra- || 
tuity for the gallantry of the officers and crew of |, 
the brig General Armstrong, to make this appro- 
priation of money; but, sir, I think that the Sen- 
ator, by a little inquiry, will find that it has been | 
the habit of this Government to make gratuities | 
of that kind, in consideration of the extraordinary | 
gallantry and achievements of our naval force, and | 
also of privateers. Why, sir, the Guerriere was || 
destroyed by the Constitution. The officers and | 
crew of the Constitution had no right to prize | 
money for that gallant achievement in virtue of | 
having captured the Guerriere; but Congress, I || 
believe, granted them one half of the sapposed || 
value, at least, of what was lost—$100,000; and 

| 
j 


| 


I think that, during the war, it was a common | 
occurrence for the Congress of the United States | 
to vote large gratuities for extraordinary gallantry | 
and achievements in the Navy. | 
I confess that in this I have been influenced 
somewhat by that idea of a sound public policy 
upon which a gratuity voted by Congress may be | 
placed, looking upon this as a highly proper case 
for the Congress of the United States, when they 
ave the ability, when they have ample means, to 


i 
i 


| gued 


| o’clock in the morning. 


| attacked her. 
in his remonstrance, he counted twelve boats fully | 
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vote such a gratuity. 


did to others? But, if the $10,000 was supposed 


|| to be a sufficient gratuity, and that was the ground 


upon which the appropriation was made, the ques- 
tion would arise, very properly, whether it would 
be right to go into the subject again, and enlarge 
the gratuity. 

I confess, however, that I had strongly in my 
mind, other feelings, outside of the legal 


tions—the questions of public law which have 


| been presented, and so ably and ingeniously ar- 
| I think I stated | 
'at the last session of Conzress, that there is no 


Senators on both sides. 


question upon the subject of public law applicable 
to this case. I think [ was pretty clear that it is 


|, not a claim upon this Government stricti juris. It 
/cannot be made out. 


! The Government is not 
obliged to go to war to exact it from Portugal. I 


, admit that; and perhaps there may be considera- | 
| tions connected with it which exonerate Portu- 
_gal from any liability to this Government. 


Ifa 
Government, claiming to be a free and independ- 


| ent State, and one of the family of nations, neg- 
lects to do all in her atk to prevent such an | 
o 
Db 


aggression“upon her rights in her borders, and the 


vessel of a nation with whom she is in amity is | 


pursued, captured, and destroyed, under circum- 
stances that show any connivance, or any with- 


| holding of the power, that is a case in which the 


injured Government might make a casus belli. One 


uestion might arise here, whether, in fact, the | 


‘ 


overnment of Portugal did do all in its power? 
This brig was brought after the first fire, and 
when the boats of the enemy approached, under 


| the very guns of the fort, but not a gun was fired | 


from the fort in her protection. All that we see 


| in the papers is the remonstrance of the Governor | 
|| to thé British commander-in-chief, after the second | 


attack, or befure the second or third attack, at four 
@. Here were the means in 
the power of the Governor of Fayal to prevent the 


|| armament that was brought to bear upon the brig 
General Armstrong from destroying her. 


7 In the 
British fleet there was one large class frigate, and 
one or two sloops-of-war; in fact it was a squadron 


| that was fitted out for the purpose of strengthening 
| the British armament, which had already been sent 
| for the purpose of capturing New Orleans. 
| vessels were too large to get into the harbor, with 
| the exception of one small brig. This brig, under 
| the very guns of the fort, was permitted to bring 


The 


herself alongside the brig General Armstrong, to 
wage battle against her, after the gun-boats had 
As the Governor of Fayal states, 


armed, with their full complement of men. At 
the second attack they were defeated. 
three and four hundred men were killed, and sev- 
eral boats weresunk. In threeof them, he states, 
he could not see a man, and he saw the whole 
transaction; but after that they sent an armed brig 


| or sloop-of-war from the British squadron, which 


went alongside of the brig General Armstrong 
right under the fort, and not a gun was fired from 
the fort in protection of the General Armstrong. 


| But the commander-in-chief of the British force | 
| intimated and said that, if a gun was fired from 


the fort, or any step was taken to protect the Gen- 


| eral Armstrong, he would consider it a hostile act | 
| towards Great Britain, and treat the Government 


of Portugal accordingly. Under this threat, sir, 
it was that no opposition was made by the Por- 
tuguese Governor to prevent the capture or the de- 
struction of the General Armstrong, which was 
lying right under the guns of the fort, where the 


larger vessels of the British squadron could not | 


approach, and could be of no use against her. 
He had it in his power, but for this threat of ulti- 
mate vengeance, to prevent the capture, and that 
prevented him. 

But, Mr. President, 1 will throw that out of 
view in stating the grounds on which I have been 
influenced to support this bill. I have nopeculiar 
friendship, or anything else for any of the claim- 
ants. I kave no particular interest in the bill at 


| all, except such as I can derive from public con- 


siderations, and public policy, and public justice. 
I shall not occupy the time of the Senate in read- 


|| ing all the papers connected with this case; but 


the idea of the American brig commencing the 


aggression is indignantly spurned in the cgmmuni- || 


l 
( If there were no other con- 
siderations, why should we not, on that of the | 
| uncommon gallantry of the officers and crew of 
|| the General Armstrong alone, do to them as we 


ques- | 


Between | 


cation of the Governor of Fayal; and nct only in 
the communication which he sends to his own 
bg rem but wherever else he has spoken of 
it he characterizes it indignant! as an atrocious 
outrage on the part of the British. He speaks of 
| itso to his own Government. This is admitted 
by the honorable Senators who oppose the bill; 
and, Mr. President, I think it is right to refer te 
one sentiment which is contained in the communi- 
|, cation of the Governor of this Island to his own 
| Government upon this subject. It is as follows: 
« His Excellency will likewise observe the base attempt 
of the British commander at the time he commenced the 
unprovoked attack on the American privateer, to attribute 
those violent measures to the breaking of the neutrality on 
the part of the Americans in the first instance, by repellin 
the British armed barges that were sent for the purpose o 
reconnoitering that vessel, advoeating, with the most mani- 
test duplicity, that they were consequently the aggressors.”” 
That was the language of the Portuguese Gov- 
ernor. It was the language which was addressed 
| to hisown Prince Regent. It was the language 
which was addressed to the British minister, Lord 
Strangford, and authorized to be communicated to 
|| the British Government at home. He character- 
| izes itasa ** base attempt,’ * yg La a pre- 
arg 


text to shelter themselves against the c eofa 
violation of public law upon that occasion, by 
attributing to the American brig the first aggres- 
sion. Sir, the Governor, in his communication, 
states that he saw the whole “ tragedy,” as he 
|| calls it, from beginning to end, until the Jast at- 
| tack of the boats at four o’clock in the morning. 
After one or two abortive attempts they brought 
the brig to bear upon the General Armstrong right 
under the fort. That was in daylight, after the 
tragedy, as he designates it, and the outrageof the 
|, preceding night. He saw it. Hestates the num- 
ber of boats; there were three or four out of the 
twelve boats in which, after the second attack, he 
|| could not see one man left. They were destroyed 
by the gallantry of these one hundred Americans 
against five hundred of the enemy, at least. Sir, 
there is scarcely a transaction in American annals 
which displays such courage as was manifested 
by the officers and crew of ‘the brig General Arm- 
strong, on that occasion. 
|| Here is this fact: we prosecuted this claim urg- 
ently for forty years against Portugal. Wasthere 
ever an American Minister or a Portuguese Min- 
ister who did not understand that this was a claim 
in fact, and ,indirectly prosecuted, against the 
British Government? Why, sir, how was the 
|| Portuguese Government then or now situated? 
I have not recently read much in the history of 
the diplomatic connection between the Government 
of Great Britain and Portugal; but it is little dif- 
ferent from the protectorate which Great Britain 
sets up over other Governments. The Govern- 
ment of Portugal has existed for a quarter or 
half a century, under the protection of Great 
| Britain. Her treaties are all formed in con- 
formity with British commercial policy. There 
has been a greater degree of dependence on Great 
Britain on the part of Portugal, thanof any Power 
'in the family of nations. We knew that. We 
have prosecuted thie claim, then, sedulously and 
earnestly, as the honorable Senator from Dela- 
|| ware has said; we even went so far as to threaten 
war, or rather the Executive stated that he should 
|| feel it to be his duty to make a communication to 
|| Congress; and thus we had almost, in prosecuting 
the claim, gone to the verge of a declaration of 
war against the Government of Portugal. We 
had claimed this amount for forty years. We 
had claimed the indemnity for forty years. It 
'| was against British diplomacy; it was against Brit- 
|| ish interest and British feeling; it was in opposi- 
'| tion to those feelings, that this claim was prose- 
cuted by the Government of the United States. 
|| We knew it; our Government knew it; because 
|| all the time such a relation existed between Por- 
|| tugal and Great Britain, that the moment Portu- 
al conceded the indemnity claimed by the United 
Beates, the British Government would have in- 
|| demnified her, and the British Government did 
| pay the damages to private property which were 
| caused by the attack on the brig General Arm- 
|| strong. They injured private property—some 
| buildings and other property, / forget of what par- 
\| ticular Sene=and in addition to that,a women, 
'| having five children, was struck and killed by a 
'| ball from the brig that went in alongside the Gen- 
eral Armstrong. 
| But, sir, upon the remonstrance of the Portu- 
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guese Government, the Government of Great 

tritain, afler a time, did make indemnity for the 
damages done to the Portugese Government in the 
private property which was «destroyed by that 
attack on the General Armstrong. Our Govern- 
ment prosecuted this claim for cap poapina feeling 
and knowing all the time that we had to encounter 
all the weight of British diplomacy and British in- 
terest, and British character, if you please, to some 
extent. It wasa point of honor with Great Brit- 
ain to defeat it. If Portugal had thought proper 
at any time, to pay the claim to us, such were the 
relations existing between the two countries that 
Great Britain would have indemnified her. 

Now, sir, the question has been so managed that 
at the end of forty years we referred the subject 
to the President of the French Republic. He 
made a decision which I must say, under the cir- 
cumstances, is a most preposterous one. He did 
not assume that the Government of Portugal was 
not responsible to this Government, according to 
the public law which has been read by the honor- 
able Senator from Maryland, from Wheaton; but 
he takes the preposterous position that the Amer- 
ican brig was the aggressor upon the British boats 
that entered the harbor. He made this decision 
in the face of the declaration of the Governor of 
Fayal himself that the whole conduct of the British 
was outrageous, and it was a base act of duplicity 
on the part of the commander of the British squad- 
ron to setupany such pretext. In defiance of this 
authority, the referee takes the position that the 
American brig was the aggressor. 

Now, sir, ought we not in vindication of our 
own candor, and honor, and common sense, to pay 
this claim? We pressed it almost to the point of 
war against Portugal, and at last it was decided 
decided against the United States upon a false 
issue; on the ground that, in fact, the American 
brig was the first aggressor, although there was 
never before any pretense of that sort. We have 
the declaration of the Portuguese Governor of the 
Azores, who witnessed the whale transaction, that 
this was a mere pretense, an indecent pretext set up 
by the British commander to shelter himself from 
the responsibility of making an attack under such 
circumstances, Ought we now to allow it to be 
considered as settled on such a preposterous 
ground as that upon which it was decided in def- 
erence to British interest, and British feeling, and 
British character? Does it not become the Amer- 
ican Government to vindicate its honor and sin- 
cerity by the passage of this bill? I think it comes 
down to a question of common sense. Surely this 
Government deceived the parties when it prose- 


cuted their claim, if, according to the decision of 


the President of the French Republic, the evidence 
ia patent that the Americans were the aggressors 
in the contest. Should we let it dropand not pay 
one cent under such circumstances? That, per- 
haps, is not a feeling upon which, alone, it would 
be sufficient to stand in regard to the question, 
whether this bill ought to pass or not; but it has 
entered into my consideration. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
say in consequence of what has fallen from the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee. He bases his 
proposed action on this bill on the idea that we 
ought to make compensation for the gallant servi- 
ces of these parties. Well, sir, in the first place, 
we have made compensation. If it be not so much 
as we ought to make, yet it is partial compensa- 
tion. In the next place, this bill is not intended 
solely to compensate them for those gallant actions 
which have been so often alluded to. It isa bill 
to pay the value of the vessel and outfit, for which 


1 have a few words to. 


I hold the owners have no claim whatever; and | 
besides that, it is a bill to pay for the anticipated | 


profits of the voyage. 

Mr. BELL. Does that appear on the face of 
the bill? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
the bill that it is limited to $131,600, and, as the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Bensa- 
oa showed the other day, itis a clear intimation 
on the face of the bill that we are willing to pay 
not only for the gallant services of the officers and 
crew, but also for the value of the vessel and her 


outfit, and for the loss of the anticipated profits of | 


The amount can be reached in no 
It is $40,000 for the vessel and outfit, 


the voyage. 
ether way. 


and $50,000, as the honorable Senator frem Lou- | 


isiana stated, for che anticipated profits. Now, if 
Lhia Lill can be so changed as to allewa reasonable 


my view of what is right, as anybody; but I am 
not willing, on the case here made up, ee the 


officers and crew, to pay forthe vessel and outfit, 
and also to pay $50,000 for the anticipated profits 
of the expedition. 

[ have a word or two to say as to .the question 
of law in this case. It is stated in a communica- 
tion made by Mr. Kavanaugh to the Portuguese 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, thatthe Governor of | 
the port of Fayal did not conceive himself able to 
resist the force that might be brought to bear upon 
him if he interfered. ‘The British commander had 
signified his intention to destroy that vessel at all 
events. The Gevernor remonstrated over and over 
again; but hecould not prevent the attack. There 
was a large British fleet lying at anchor, and that 


fleet could have been brought so as to have its || 
In order to save the prop- || 


vuns bear on the town. 
erty and the lives of the subjects of Portugal, the 
Governor concluded he would offer no resistance. 
That isa sufficient justification for Portugal at any 
rate; but I go further, and say that in no book on 
public law anywhere, by any author, according to 
my belief—and I have examined several—can you 
find an intimation that it is the duty of one neutral 
Power, under such circumstances, to resist by 
force. The only thing you can find in the books 
on the subject, is, that the neutral Power under 
such circumstances, has a right to fire upon the 
force, whatever it is, that violates its neutrality; 
but nowhere is the proposition advanced that it is 
the duty of the neutral, under the law of nations, 
to do so. This is for the plain reason that they 
are not obliged to enter into the fight unless they | 
choose to do so. 

Sir, let me illustrate this idea by a supposition. 
Suppose the case of a squadron lying in a neutral 
port about to make an attack upon a belligerent 
vessel in that port. Her commander says to the 
governor of the port, or commander of the fortress 
or town, or whatever it is, ** If you resist, I will 
burn your town and slaughter your people; but 


| if you keep still, youshall not be harmed.”’ Will 


anybody pretend that the neutral Power is bound, 
under such circumstances, to expose the property 
and lives of its citizens or subjects to an attack, 
and to all the consequences which might follow it? 
Sir, there is no such doctrine. 

The idea in the law of nations of the invio- 
lability of neutral territory is founded solely on 
the rights of the neutral, and not on the rights of 
the belligerents. The belligerents have no right, 
unless to insist that the neutral Power does not 
interfere in favor of either party. ‘To be sure, if 
this is carried toa point of subserviency, there 
may be ground to consider it a casus belli; but if 
the neutral acts in good faith, simply withholding 
any armed resistance is net a ground of complaint. 
I say then there was no ground whatever for the 


| claim made upon Portugal of pecuniary responsi- 


bility; and I think, if Senators will look at the 
question, they will find that it has been decided by 
the highest authority, that a belligerent whose 


| property has been taken in neutral territory, has 
| no claim, except upon the neutral, when the prop- 


erty gets into the hands and power of the neutral, 
to have it restored. The neutral has a right to 
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; : | 
sum of money as compensation to the officers and || 
crew for their gallantry on that occasion, | shall || 
be as ready to vote for it,if the sum comes within | 

| 
} 


| been renewed by the honorable Senator from 
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my examination of the matter, that his decision 
was wrong, even on the facts. At any rate, he 
had the whole subject before him, which we never 
have had. We have had only one side before us 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not detain the Senate 


by an argument on the question which has jus, 


ryland, and the honorable Senator from hg 


to what are the obligations of a neutral Power to 
either of the belligerents at war. Those honor. 
able gentlemen appear to have consulted the writers 
on the laws of nations on that point. I have not 


read those authorities for many years; I have 


never read them in reference to this case, | feel 
no doubt, however, that # I had time for the jn. 
vestigation, though I might not find the principle 
which I stated asserted in direct terms, I could 
find such principles stated as would lead to the 
inevitable corollary that protection was due. In. 
deed, I think that, from the quotation made by the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] that infer. 


| ence must necessarily be drawn; and in the very 


nature of things, it must be so. I will point out 
the delusion of the argument, as it seems to me, of 
the Senators from Maine and Maryland. 

I admit as fully as they do that, as between 
belligerents, there is no right to claim indemnity 
for losses, although the laws of war may be vio- 
lated by the attack of one belligerent on another in 
a neutral port. I admit that, because the law of 
war as between belligerents is the law of force, 
and no right can accrue during war in favor of 
one of them against the other. But that the at- 
tack of one belligerent upon another within nen- 
tral territory, is a violation of the laws of nations, 
nobody can deny. Itis a violation of the right 
which, under the law of nation, the other belliger- 
ent has te be exempt from warfare within neutral 
territory. I admit, unhesitatingly, thatit is aright 
which adheres to the neutral nation, and can only 
be asserted as against the belligerent power who 


| commits the wrong, through the neutral nation. 


But I say, sir, this further doctrine is the inev- 
itable corollary from it: that if a nation assumes 
the character of a nation, and the rights and 
exemptions of a neutral under the laws of nations, 
she is bound to perform the duties of a neutral, 
and one of those duties is the protection against 
wrong of other nations within her territorial juris- 
diction. If she fails, even from weakness, to 
redress those wrongs, she can at least compensate 
them by paying damages for the individual injury. 

Now, take the remark which was read on a 
former occasion by the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, from Wildman’s International Law. 


| [ will not detain the Senate further than to read it, 


and state the inference which I draw from it: 
‘The capture of ships within the territory of a neutral 


| State, or within three miles of the coast, or the capture of 


ships beyond the territory by boats within the territory is 


| illegal, with respect to the neutral sovereign, but not with 


respect to the enemy. The privilege of territory will not of 


| itself inure to the protection of property; unless the State 
| from which that protection is due, steps forward to assert 
| the right, it is not competent to the party to whoin the 
| property belongs to avail himself of that plea.’’ 


interfere, and demand that it be given up; but the || 


belligerent has no such right, for, within the law 


meet, and if they fight on neutral territory, it is | 
an outrage on the neutral Power, but not on each 
other. 

In my judgment, therefore, the question stands 
in this light: It is no matter whether the Prince | 


| President of France decided the case wrongfully | 


on the ground which he assumed. If he decided 


it erroneously on the point stated, and the de- | 


It appears on the face of | 


cision was right on any ground, the honorable Sen- | 


ator from Delaware [Mr. CLayron] knows well— | 


nobody knows better—that it stands. Where a | 
proper judgment is rendered, although it may be 


| on a wrong point, the appellate court does not | 


reverse the decision, if it be manifest, from the | 
whole record, that the decision was right. Atany | 
rate, such is the law in my section of the country. | 


| Hence, if the Prince President had simply said, 


as he might have said, there was no ground in the | 
beginning for this claim on Portugal, he would 


have taken a position sustainable by every prin- | 


ciple of public law. I am not of opinion, upon | 





I admit no claim could be made in this case by 


| the injured American citizens on the British Gov- 


ernment for the belligerent act, though that bel- 
ligerent act might be a violation of all the usages 
of war, and of the laws of nations. But, sir, if 
protection is due from the neutral to the other 


| belligerent, and the nation is too weak to afford 
of nations, belligerents may fight wherever they || 


the protection, is it not a necessary corollary that 
she is to compensate for the loss? We look for 
our redress to the nation that outrages our rights. 


|| It seems to me that the laws of nations must be 


treated as mere laws of force, if that is not the 
true doctrine. It is anecessary result, the moment 
you admit that protection is due from the neutral 


_ nation to a belligerent attacked in its ports, if the 


nation is too weak to give the protection, she is 
not too weak to compensate for the loss. 

Mr. STUART. I should like very much to 
reply to some arguments which have been made 
in favor of this bill; but, sir, the honorable Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Suipext] assured us this 
morning that the friends of the bill were not to 
discuss it, and I dislike to extend his responsibil- 
ity any further. He has suffered a great deal al- 
ready, and if he is to furnish the remedy, he has 
made himself responsible for very large damages. 
I hope we shall be permitted to vote on this ques- 
tion now. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I do not rise for the purpose 
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- | 
ye entering into any discussion in regard to this | Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Certainly not. I make | 
||. 1 have listened very attentively to the argu- | the motion to reconsider, and now | move that the 
ents that have been presented in its favor, and I | further consideration of the subject be postponed | 
will only say that I have not been able to discover | until to-morrow. 

any ground of public law applicable to the facts of The motion was agreed to. | 
this case, upon which the Government can be held MOORE AND HASCALL. | 


jiable. I say this merely for the purpose of sta- : 
ting cenerally the principle on which my vote is Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the attention of | 
ung § the Senate, for a few minutes, to a matter which, 


be sed. % 4 : - . 

—. question being taken by yeas and nays on I think, can be disposed of readily. It will be 
the motion to reconsider, resulted—yeas 24, nays recollected that, at the last session, | made a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote on the bill for the re- | 


17 -as follows: : 
yEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Brainerd, lief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall. Much 
putler, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpat- discussion originated at that time between the 
rick, Gillette, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, | honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Wacker] 
Pratt, walker, and Welle-@4. of Kentucky, Toucey, | and myself, on the character of that bill. 1 pro- 
yeAYe _Messrs. Bayard, Bell, Brown, Clayton, Dodge || POS€ now, if the Senate will reconsider the vote, 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas,Geyer, James, Jones || to adopt the suggestion then made by that Sen- 
of lowa, Morton, Pettit, Rusk, Seward, Slidell, Weller, || ator, and offer a substitute, which simply applies 

to the original patent, to the extension of which, | 

| 1 understand, there is no objection. I move to | 


aud Wright—17. | 
So the motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 

take up the bill for the purpose of submitting that | 

amendment. | 


the question recurred on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CLAY. As a test question, I move that}; The motion was egreed to; and the Senate pro- 
the bill lie on the table. || ceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will my friend from Alabama 
withdraw that motion to allow me to make a re- 
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The PRESIDENT. Not unless by a vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to take it up at 
any rate, in order that it may be postponed til! the 
same time. It is proper that both bills should go 
together. It is now exactly in the same condition 


| that it would be if postponed. 


Mr. STUART. We can take it up just as 
well. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope the Senate will not 
make any order in favor of private business until 
next Friday. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and it was postponed untul Monday. 


GILBERT C. RUSSELL. 


Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senate now to take up 
House bill for the relief of Gilbert C. Russell, 
which has been reported on favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. It has been the subject of in- 
vestigation by the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Whittlese¥, and by the Fifth Auditor; 
and has been approved by them. I do not sup- 
pose there will be any opposition to it. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Its ob- 


| motion made at the last session, by the Senator | ject is to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
mark ? from Michigan, to reconsider the vote by which || cause to be paid to Gilbert C. Russell, of Ala- 


Mr.CLAY. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SLIDELL. My colleague stated that he 
was in favor of granting some compensation to 
the claimants under this bill, and he signified his 
intention, if the bill should be reconsidered, of pre- 
senting an amendment to thateffect. I think an 
opportunity should be afforded for the presenta- 
tion of that amendment, and that it may be acted 
on without discussion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I stated that I was willing 
to vote for a substitute for the bill, by way of 
amendment, which should give a reasonable sum 
of money to the captain, officers, and crew, (noth- 


for a third reading. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I now move to strike out all | 


following, as a substitute: 


That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he is hereby, | 
autborized and required to hear and consider the applica 
tion of Hiram Moore, for the renewal and extension of the 
letters patent granted to the said Hiram Moore and John 
Hascall for improvements in harvesting grain, dated June | 
28, 1836, in the same manner and upon the same principles | 
as if he was applying under existing laws for the extension | 
; 7 : ; of an unexpired patent, and to refuse a renewal of said 
ing to the owners,) asa testimonial by Congress | patent, or to revive and extend the same for the term of 
for their services. 1 am willing to votefor such an | seven years from and after the passage of this bill, or to the 
amendment now. I understood the friends of the | 28th of June, 1864, as in this respect he shall think just and | 


bill had in their possession an améndment drawn proper: Provided, The said Hiram Moore shall first, and | 
u 


> | 


| 





|| Within six months, pay into the Treasury to the credit of 
up for that purpose. . || the patent fund the fees required by law for the extension 
Mr. CLAY. If no amendment of that kind be || of patents: Provided, also, That no person shall be held 


: “ itt s ar accountable fo e use sale of | 
offered, or if no gentleman alleges that he has such || soya shine now iade or which may within six months 
an amendment, I will renew the motion. I move || from the passage of this act be made or sold for use. And | 
that the bill lie on the table; and on that motion I || all rights and interests in said patent heretofore granted or | 
call for the yeng ane, nape. [eo 

8 s ee s e B . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ° P ata pent, upon the one conditions and to the co 

Mr. SLIDELL. Before the question is taken, 

will state that the Senator from Virginia, whom 

do not now see in his seat, [Mr. Mason,] has 
prepared an amendment to thateffect. I presume 
hecan be sent for to his committee room, where 
he probably is at present. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have the amendment which 
is referred to, and I will now offer it if it be in 
order. 


The PRESIDENT. It cannot be received, as 


assigument was made. 


Mr. DAWSON. | ask that this bill may be 
postponed until I can look into the question, and 
see its bearing, Itis known that there is a conflict 
between these gentlemen and others claiming a 
renewal of patents for similar machines. The 
amendment has just been presented, and I really 
cannot fully comprehend its provisions. I ask 
the pending question is a motion to lay on the re a — - ps Pio + 
table, on which the yeas and nays have been or- | J*t 9€ postponed. 1 an oo a 
dered || it up to-morrow if the Senator desires that. ' 

The yeas and nays were taken; and resulted— Mr. STUART. I have no objection to a bill 
yeas 22, nays 19; as follows: being laid over for the purpose of allowing Sena- 

as , = a ne. anata Maketiens tee ascertain what are its contents. I had 

AS—Messrs. ams, en, Brainerd, Butler, Chase, . s 
Clay, Dawson, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Gillette, supposed, en — eae of my oo 
Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of [owa, Jones of Tennessee, | tule Was genera fn erstood—that it was simply 
Pearce, Pratt, Stuart, Sumner, Toucey,Wade. and Walker || to authorize the Commissioner of Patents to take 
es - moore tile Meckenine a into consideration the propriety of renewing the 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, be enjamin, brown ay- cat : : - 
ton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Geyer, aS mee worn na chat it chall the at oT 
James, Mason, Morton, Pettit, Rusk, Seward, Slidell, || but if the Senator desires that it shall lie over 
Thompson of Kentueky, Weller, and Wright—19. have no objection. 

Mr. DAWSON. The patent of McCormick 


So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. | relates to the same matter, and ought to be placed 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I voted with the ma- | on the same footing. 


jority on this motion for the purpose of movinga | Mr. STUART. 
reconsideration. I now move to reconsider the 





I hope this bill will be post- 
|| poned to some time when we can reach it. I 


after the enacting clause of the bill, and insert the || 


the Senate refused to order the bill to be engrossed | Sama, $20,000, in full satisfaction for all claims 


and demands, of every description, in his favor, 
against the Government, growing out of, or in any 
manner connected with, the construction of the 
fort at Mobile Point, Alabama. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


|| third time, and passed. 


RICHARD ALBRITTON, 
| Mr. SLIDELL. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate to take up a bill which has deen reported 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims for 
| the relief of Richard Albritton. 1t will certainly 
| lead to no discussion. It is the first occasion, at 
| this session, on which I have asked the Senate to 
| deviate from the regular order of business. I will 
| state, that the honorable chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims [Mr. Perrir] is 
perfectly stringent in his examinations, and every- 


|| thing which he approves of the Senate may adopt 


without any hesitation. 
The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 


|| the Whole. 


extent as during the term that did exist when such sale or || 


It will authorize Richard Albritton to locate, 
free of cost, six hundred and forty acres of land 
upon any of the public lands belonging to the Uni- 
| ted States, subject to private entry, at the mini- 
| mum price, in full compensation for a private land 
| claim for six hundred and forty acres, reported 
we confirmation by James O. Crosby, commis- 

sioner, under date of June 7, 1813, and confirmed 
| by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1819. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JABEZ B. ROOKER. 
Mr. WADE. I move to take up the bill for 
| the relief of the heirs of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased. 
| It is a very meritorious, case, and the bill had the 
|, unanimous consent of the Committee on Claims. 
| The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 
|| a second time, and considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. 
Its object is to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to settle and adjust the ac- 
counts of Jabez B. Karting deceased, Late clerk to 
|| the Commissioner of Public Buildings, and to allow 
| him at the rate of per annum for the time he 
was actually employed subsequent to March 3, 








vote,as I understand the Senator from Virginia 
has a proposition to submit as a compromise, | 
which, I believe, will be agreed to by the gentle- Mr. DAWSON. Very well. 
men on both sides. 


Mr. W coef dere | The motion was agreed to. 
ame : en Let the notice for reconsider | tibia en satbebewtanems. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. There are several'| Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the bill to 
friends of the bill absent, and a test vote now | extend the patent of Cyrus H. McCormick be 
would not be just to them. '| made the special order for the same time. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There areseveral friendsof || The PRESIDENT. The bill which has just 
the bill out of their places to-day. It is believed || been disposed of was not made the special order; 
by its friends that there is a decided majority of || it was stmply postponed till Monday. 
the Senate in its favor. 1 trust my friend from || Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish the other to be 
lowa will have no objection to allowing his mo- || postponed until the same time. [ suppose, by 
ion to lay over until to-morrow. ‘| being postponed, it becomes a special order. 


suggest, if it will suit the pleasure of the Senator, 
that it be postponed until Monday. 





1843. The amount so found due, after deducting 
| all sums paid to him for his services during that 
| period, is to be paid to his surviving children. 
| No amendment being proposed, the bill was re- 
| ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
| to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

tame, and passed. 

E. R. S. CANBY. 

Mr. PETTIT. I move to take up Senate bill 
| for the relief of Lieutenant Colonel Edward R. 
S. Canby. It is a small matter, and I suppose 

| there will be no objection to the bill. 
| Mr. MASON. I have endeavored for some 
time to get the floor, but have yielded it to other 
gentlemen until so much time has elapsed that | 
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fenr we cannot effect the object which I wish to 
accomplieh by going into Executive session. I 
trust the Senate will now go into Executive ses- 
sion, and L must, therefore, ask that the bill be not 
taken up. 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 will most cheerfully sit until 
after the Executive session shall be over, but I 
hope the Senator will allow me to get this bill 
passed. 

Mr. MASON. I am satisfied of that, but other 
Senators, whose affairs are pressing, are leaving 
the Chamber. 

Mr. PETTIT. We shall not need a quorum 
for the Executive business. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and it was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. . 

It provides for the payment to E. R. 8. Canby 
of $2,000, in full compensation for his services as 
custodian and translator of the public archives of 
California, and for arranging, and, in part, in- 
dexing then. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EZRA CHAPMAN. 


On motion by Mr. EVANS, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
House bill for the relief of the widow and children 
of Ezra Chapman, deceased. 

It is to authorize the proper accounting officers 
to pay to the lawful administrators of Ezra Chap- 
man, late of Tolland, Connecticut, deceased, for 
the benefit of his widow and children, $840 being 
the aggregate amount of seven years’ half-pay of 
Ezra Chapman, who was an ensign in the Army 
of the Revolution, and died in the service of the 
United States, September 1, 1778. 

Ezra Chapman, sen.,on the 6th a August, 
1777, entered into the service of the Army of the 
Revolution as an ensign, commissioned by Con- 
gress, in Captain Elorton’s company, Colonel 
Baldwin’s regiment of artificers, and continued in 
the office of ensign until the Ist day of September, 
1778, when he died. He left a widow and one 
son, the memorialist, then about five years of age; 
the widow soon after his decease, married Elihu 
Marvin, and died in the year 1788, without leav- 
ing any other child; and neither she, Marvin, nor 
the memorialist, nor any other person for them, 
or either of them, hns ever received the seven 
years’ half-pay, to which the widow, or, in case 
of her marriage, the orphan child, became entitled 
by virtue of the resolution of Congress, passed 
the 24th day of August, 1780. 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to a third read- 
ing. It was read the third time, and passed. 


FERDINAND CLARK. 

Mr. H}HAMLIN. I move to take up House bill 
for the relief of Ferdinand Clark. It is a private 
bill which interests the constituents of my friend 
from South Carolina; but asit was reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, the parties have 
applied to me, as a member of that committee, to 
look after it. As I may not be here another day 
when private bills are considered, I hope the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will not object, and that the | 





| 


Senate wil! indulge me in taking up the bill. | 


Mr. MASON. I yield to the Senator from | 
Maine. 1am aware of the circumstances which | 
may compel him to leave the city. I hope his 
motion will be agreed to. But I trust that I may 
not be asked hereafter to forego my motion. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to refund the duties imposed by the 
act of June 30, 1834, entitled ‘An act concerning 
tonnage upon Spanish vessels,’’ on the Spanish 
brig Conde de Villenueva, Captain Carlos de | 
Agao, and paid to the collector of the port of 
Charleston, in South Carolina, previous to the 
clearance of the vessel from that port for Cuba, on | 
the 11th of September, 1835, with a cargo of rice 
and lard, as the brig was wrecked on the coast of 
Florida, on the 17th of the same month, and lost, 
with the greater portion of her cargo. 

Mr. STUART. If that is the bill I think it is— 
one that came from the Committee on Commerce— 
it is one which ought to receive the careful atten- 
tion and vote of the Senate, because it involves a 
very mapentant uestion. 


Mr, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


|| Ing committees for reports of a private character. 


| ness. 


were unanimous in the report. I do not ask for 

any hasty decision of it. Let it be passed over. 
Mr. MASON. I move that the further con- 

sideration of the bill be postponed until to-morrow, 

with the view of going into Executive session. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripvay, February 9, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sxicer. 
I'he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, 


_ transmitting a report of the Director of the United 
|| States Mint, showing the operations of the Mint || 


and its branches during the past year. 
Mr. CHANDLER. In reference to that com- 
munication, I offer the following resolution: 


FPesolved, That in addition to the usual number of the 
message of the President of the United States, communi- 


cating the annual report of the Director of the Mint, in 
connection with the letter of the Secretary, communicating 
a report upon the fineness of foreign geld and silver coins, 
there be printed five hundred copies for the use of the 


Director of the Mint. 

I suppose the bill will go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be 
laid upon the table, and the usual number printed. 
The resolution for extra copies will go to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the War Department, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 3d instant, copies 
of dispatches and other infcrmation received by 
that Department, and on file in that Office, relating 
to the engagement which took place near Fort 
Laramie between a detachment of the United 
States troops and the Sioux Indians; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLs. 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

An act to divide the State of Ohio into two 
judicial districts, and to provide for holding the 
district and circuit courts of the United States 
therein; 

An act for the relief of John Steene; 

An act for the relief of Samuel A. Belden & 
Co.; and 

An act to provide for the ascertainment and sat- 
isfaction of claims of American citizens for spolia- 
tions committed by the French Government prior 
to the 2istof July, i801. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to inquire of the 
Speaker whether the bill to reform the diplomatic 
and consular system is the business regularly in 
order this morning? 

The SPEAKER. The first business regularly | 
in order is the disposition of private bills upon the 
Speaker’s table. After they shall have been dis- 
posed of, it will then be in order to call the stand- 


Mr. COBB. I call for the regular order of busi- 
It will not take more than five minutes to 
dispose of the bills upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to know whether 
I have not the floor to proceed with my remarks 
upon the diplomatic and consular bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has the floor 
upon that bill when it comes up; but this being | 
private bill day, it is not the business regularly in | 
order. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 1 hope, then, I shall have | 
the unanimous consent of the House to dispose | 
of this bill. I will waive what remarks I had 


tion at once, 


LOBE. 


| 
| 


February 9, 





Mr. COBB. Let these bills be referred ret, 


| It will not take five minutes. 


Mr. LILLY. _I object to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, for the reason that 
he proposes to call the previous question. M 
colleague [Mr Skerton] desires to submit wees 
remarks upon the subject of that bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ILunderstand he does not 

Mr. LILLY. He has told me over and over 
again, that he desires todo so. He is absent ne. 
cessarily this morning, and | must object to action 
being taken on the bill in his absence. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. 1 will state to 
the gentleman, that Mr. Sketron told me yester- 
day that he had given up his intention of speak. 
ing on this bill, and had no objection to its being 
taken up in his absence. 

Mr. LILLY. Then, of course, with that under. 
standing, | have no objection. 

Mr. COBB. I think it would be better to refer 
those private bills on the Speaker’s table first, 

The SPEAKER. After that the call of com. 
mittees for reports of a private character will be 
in order. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I cast a vote on Mon. 
day last which has been the subject of extensive 
misrepresentation throughout the district which | 
have the honor to represent on this floor, and ag 
1 was precluded by the previous question from 
making, at the time, any remarks explanatory of 
my vote, I ask the indulgence of the House, now, 
to make a very brief personal explanation. 

I allude, sir, to the vote which I gave in oppo- 
sition to the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Wirre,] asking a suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to submit some resolu- 
tions condemnatory of religious intolerance and 


_ of secret political associations. My vote refusing 


to suspend the rules for the purpose indicated, has 
been most strangely misconceived and misrepre- 
sented, as evidencing on my part, either member. 
ship of, or sympathy for, the associations sought 
to be assailed by those resolutions. I repudiate 
all such inferences from my vote as false, illogical, 
and destitute of the slightest foundation in truth. 
I cast that vote in view of the condition of the 
business of this body, and in view of my respon- 
sibility to the country, as chairman of one of 
the committees charged with the business of this 
House. It is well known, sir, that I have had in 


| my possession, for weeks, bills relating to the in- 


crease and reorganization of the Army, and to the 
military defenses of the country, of the highest 
and most urgent importance. It is equally well 
known that I have been, for weeks, struggling for 
a favorable opportunity of pressing these essential 
measures of national defense upon the considera- 
tion of Congress. But so far! have struggled in 
vain. I may further add, that I have been seek- 
ing an opportunity to report from that committee 
a bill for the relief of the officers and soldiers in 
the war of 1812, and other measures of legislation 
of interest to the country; but | have been frus- 
trated in my efforts by the inexorable rules of the 
House, and by business which had acquired a 
precedence. Lask, sir, then, with what propriety 
could [ have aided, by my vote, the introduction 


| before this House, of resolutions such as those 


submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
which, however sound they may be in therr politi- 


_ cal teachings, propose no legislation whatever, by 


; |, intended to make, and will call the previous ques- | 
AMLIN. I supposed the Committee |) 


Congress; are merely declaratory of individual 
opinion, and would only lead to debate and a 
useless consumption of time that should be de- 
voted to the urgent wants of the country? I ask, 
more especially, with what propriety could I 
record my assent to this waste of time, when 
that branch of the public service which has, In 
some measure, been specially confided to my care, 
was then, and is, at this moment, most greviously 
suffering for want of the legislation of this House? 
Sir, 1 thought it better to submit to a temporary 
misconstruction of my motives, than to exhibit 
such infidelity to the trust reposed in me. 

The views which influenced my vote were, I 
believe, participated in by nearly every chairman 
of an important committee in this House, who 


manifested, by their course, the same repugnance 
that I did, to see the time of this body consumed 
in action upon mere abstract resolutions, when 
the necessities of the country so loudly called for 
|| practical measures of legislation. I may here refer 
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. Ce ee — ——— eee 
first 1, the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | bill; but are in the nature of additional guards,and || property which he may die possessed of in the country 
: Means, (Mr. Hovston,] to the chairman of the || — verbal, excepting one, which is to insert oo he -y die, it shall be the duty of the consul, where 
f th ve mittee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Bayty,] | Pictou as an additional consulate—a modification || 2° :8¥8 of “the ‘country pert, strietly to observe the di- 
the Comm > wn : | : , / : rections so given by the deceased. Or, if such citizen so 
| that fo the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, {Mr. made necessary by the legislation of this House — dying shall, by will or any other writing, have * sainted 
= ‘w.] to the chairman of the Committee on || since the bill was originally introduced. The | any other person than the consul to take ¢ 
My SraNTONy I ! _ orig’ 7, / : ke charge of and 
ome Palilie Lands, [Mr. Disney, | to the chairman of | copy of the bill which | hold in my hand is cor- — — eee in that case it shall be the duty of the con- 
‘ye Committee of Claims, (Mr. Epcerrow,] to | rected, as is also that upon the Clerk’s table; and | Socnt or trustee of Getuintne ne aepenend 
not. the chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary | to the reading of these corrections I ask the atten- whatever way may be necessary, to facilitate eepentinnl 
Over ciaims, (Mr. Pecknam,] to the chairman of the || tion of the House. of sucts trustee or agent, and, where the laws of the country 
t ne. Committee on Roads and Canals, [Mr. Dunnam, ] | Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to ask the gentle- | — © are mene ee Age a from any in- . 
; . ® . . i] ~ 3 . - erference o e local authorities 0 e country in which : 
‘tion » the chairman of the Committee on Printing, || man from Louisiana a question for my informa- | je may have died ; and to this end it shall also be the duty mm 
‘Mr. Murray,} and perhaps others who con- || tion, the answer to which shall have something to of the consul to place his official seal on all or any portions i 
et . yrred in their vote with me; but of thosegentlemen || do in governing my vote. Will he permit me to || of the property of ihe deceased as may be required by the § 
- ae _— speak with confidence, as they all || do so? said agent or trustee, and to break and remove the same | 
. n ’ ae - EAT . | seal when required by the agent or trustee, and not other- ad 
pak. have seats near to me, and my Opposition to the ar. PERKINS. Certainly. wise ; he, the said consul or commercial agent, receiving a 
cue suspension of the rules was the result of a con- r. McMULLIN. I desire to know from the || therefor two dollars for each seal, which, like all other fees 2 
5 gyltation between three of the gentlemen named | gentleman from Louisiana, whether this bill will || for consular service, including all charges for extension of My 
den. and myself, founded upon the pressing condition || increase the expenditure in the aggregate on ac- | Provest, 0s also such commissions ae are a et cicleena ; 
of the business of the House. | count of our foreign diplomatic representatives? | by cna and eommencial onnen cell ios nanaeend teehee 
efer Mr. Speaker, I will not abuse the courtesy | Mr. PERKINS. 1 have no right to make any | Treasury Department, and held subject to its order. 
which has been 80 kindly extended to me by the || extended remarks after having made the statement || After the twenty-fifth section insert a twenty- 
vie. House, by indulging in any general remarkson the | which I have just made to the House, and I shall, | sixth section, as follows: 
| be merits of the resolutions which were sought to be || therefore, simply repeat what | have heretofore | geo. 96. And be it further enacted, That all acts and 
introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. i] said, namely, that y the diplomatic f ortion of | parts of acts authorizing attachés to any of our legations, 
But | trust I may be allowed, in conclusion, to say || the bill the expenses of that branch will be con- | the payment to ministers and consuls of the United States 
that, although I did not, and will not, hereafter, || siderably diminished, by the correction of existing | canner a and office rent, be, and the 
on- under similar circumstances, vote for the suspen- || abuses; and by the consular portion, the best | M taal fo i pe ah ; 
ive sion of the rules, yet, that I do not yield to that || calculation that I have been able to make, with | Ps ake the following section twenty-seven instead 
h | ventleman or to any other member of this body || the aid of those who have had experience in the * Mr. PERKINS Th , bei 
as in my firm determination to maintain the rights | consular service, is, that the actual expenses to the j in ah ahe ese corrections being all 
ona of conscience, and the inviolability of the great | Treasury will be also reduced several thousands a al th ; A the previous question on the pas- 
of principles of religious freedom. Iam not, never || Of dollars. _ ' Tt -- SPEAKER The Chai ld call th 
w, eons a and never expect to be,a member of | The alterations which I desire to have made , re eth “1 re Chair would call the 
any oath-bound secret political association. 1 || in the bill are—first, fill up the blanks in the first = mae th the gentleman from Louisiana to the 
10- claim communion with but one political organiza- | page with the words ‘30th June next;’’? and reac ‘San aye ‘heh one blanks for dates in 
in- tion—and that is the great national Democratic second, strike out the words ‘‘reside in’’ at the nM, PERKINS. : Th = neers ya i b 
of narty of this country—a party that has shown close of the first page, so as to make the sentence ae Se os — eee ee S to ue 
* ss : | reads filled up as those in the first section were, by in- 
u itself, after the most ample experience, broad | read: sention o ds “30th J t? 
nd enough to embrace all the vast interests of liberty That from and after the 30th of June next, the President | SST IDS She words Une Next, 80 as to 
ne and humanity and strong enouch to uphold b of the United States shall, by and with the advice and con- make the act take effect from that date. 
7 ae d ’ : g P Y || sent of the Senate, appeint representatives of the grade of The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
8 ts firm and conservative grasp, the ConsTITUTION || envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the House that the alterations indicated by the gentle- 
e- of my country and the union of these States. || (ollowing countries, &e. from Louisi he} d in the bill > 
i The SPEAKER. The busi ret i = ; ; : man from Louisiana be inserted in the Dill: 
k _ the nh. e business first in order Strike out, in like manner, the same words— [Cries of ‘* Yes!’’ “Agreed !’’] 
. es ee ne of private bills upon the | « reside in’’—in the fourth line of the second séc- The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to 
| oP “COBB e. I dvised b ; uuon, and inaent the like words—‘‘ 30ib June next | read the amendments in the order in which they 
’ Mr. . am advis y many gentiemen || —in the bianks, so as to make the sentence read: appear in the bill. 
. — me a the Sd of my pee That from and after the 30th of June next, the President | ir. PERKINS. These are not amendments, 
e to the consideration of the diplomatic and con- || of the United States shall, by and with the advice and con- ‘ 
l- sular bill will further the business of the House, || 8°" of the Senate, appoint secretaries of legauon to the Mr. Speaker; they oe merely modifications or 
of by enabling us to dispose of a measure which has || ‘Owing countnes, Se. yn eR 9 carpe hth ret 
is been hanging here for many days, and, as I un- pron my = iin word * Prussia,” sind: aa an nl ae 
a derstand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania || strike out “$1,500” and insert in lieu thereof ‘SPEAK 
I- intends to call the previous question, and get a || “‘ $2,000.” A aatan * Prec aenp ep ana 
- vote upon the bill ina very few minutes, 1 wiil | On the 4th page, twenty-third and twenty- || bill. in ‘ae sha eof amendments, and the House 
t withdraw my objection fourth lines, strike out the words ‘* Turkey, , P 
i . | $1,500,” “ China, $3 000.”? must act upon them as on amendments. 
« . . > . 
r DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS. On the 6th page ‘* Nassau’”’ is left as one of ae : nd I ort i ir s be con- 
| No further objection being made, the House || those consulates where consuls are without power "Th “ oa an Staind : poy , 
\ resumed the consideration of the bill to remodel || to trade. we ee was taken on Mr. f EREINe S 
1 the diplomatic and consular systems of the United On the 8th page, after the words ‘ Turkish cpiteedane the report of the Committee was 
b States. dominions,” insert the words ‘‘ Constantinople, | OMr. PERKINS ' k th , 
. Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I have || $2,500.” mee ‘tae sonal the bill ¢ previous ques- 
1 already indulged in some remarks upon this bill, || On the 11th page, under the heading ‘ Great | “The a ee as eee er 
’ and had anepenen myself for others, but the whole || Britain,’’ strike out, in the fifteenth line, the words | nel ~ Seas d Tl ainaah ah Retain po a 
‘ subject has been so lucidly developed by the gen- || «* Nassau, $1,000,” (transferred to page C, as one | Th alt <a on Lene de at dn : 2 ana 
; tleman who presented the bill, and the impatience || of those consulates not allowed to trade.) win . thi 4 ti 5 snd bei - stman: it . 
‘ of the Elouse is clearly such, to proceed to other In twenty-third line, after the words “St. \° e aj ~ id a third Guat engrossed, iS Was 
parts of our legislation, that 1 am admonished by || John’s, New Brunswick,”’ strike out ** $750,”’and | Th ing Y ion bei o Sen! f the bill 
the feeling manifested here, that it is my duty to || insert ** $1,000.” M * JONES. Te or : Pee cell f ‘hs om 
withdraw myself from the position of a speaker, On page 13, after the word ‘* Zanzibar,”’ strike ore eee See ee 


1955. 











and to call for the previous question on the bill 
before the House. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. The courtesy 
of the House has been such in this case that I 
feel it due, in behalf of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to express its gratification at the position 
in which the bill is ciel. lt is proper that I 
should also state that the distinguished gentleman 





from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,]} who had it in view 
o give his experience of the foreign affairs of this 
Government in connection with this bill, has de- 
clined, out of regard for the time of the House, 
and in a conviction of the passage of the bill, as 
my colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Cuanp- 
LER,| has done, to make any remarks. It is 
therefore no sacrifice on my part to forego the right 
which I have, under the rule, to close the debate. 
1 would simply ask the attention of members toa | 
¢w verbal corrections which I am instructed by | 
the committee to present, and which do not, I will | 
Say, alter, in any, respect, the principles of the 
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out ** $500,’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘* $1,000.” | 
On page 17, section 9, after the word ‘‘em- | 
ployed,”’ insert the words ‘ either as vice con- | 


suls, or consular agents, or’’— 
The section, as amended, reads: 


And be it further enacted, That the President shall ap- 
point no other than citizens of the United States, who are 
residents thereof, or who shall be abroad in the employ- 
ment of the Government at the time of their appointment, 
as envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary, com- 
missioners, secretaries of legation, dragomans, interpreters, 


consuls, or commercial agents; nor shall otaer than citi- | 
zens of the United States be employed either as vice con- | 


suls or consular agents, or as clerks in the offices of either, 
or have access to the archives therein deposited. 

On the 24th page, after the word “fees,” in 
the twenty-fifth line, strike out the words ‘* with 
the commissions,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


words “for consular service, including all charges | 


for extension of protest.” 

The section, as amended, reads: 

Sec. 21, And be it further enacted, That the act of April 
14, 1792, concerning consuls, &c., is hereby so amended 
that, ifany American citizen dying abroad shall, by will or 
any other writing, leave special directions for the manage- 


ment and settlement by the consul of the personal or other 
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and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENN. Before the question be put, I 
| wish toask the gentleman from Louisiana whether 
— is not a blank in the fourth section of the 

ill? 
| Mr. PERKINS. These blanks are all filled. 
| The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the affirmative—yeas 143, nays 33; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
|| Willis Allen, Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Banks, Barks- 
dale, Barry, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, Breck- 
inridge, Bridges, Bristow, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, 
|| Caskie, Chamberlain, Chandier, Chase, Chastain, Clark, 
|} Clingman, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, Cartis, 
|| Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dowdell, 
|| Danbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Fdmands, 
i| Thomas D. Eliot, John M. Elliott, Ellison, Everhart, Far- 
|| ley; Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Goode, Green, 
Greenwood, Grey, Grow, Andrew J. Harlan, wien © 
Harris, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, J.Glancy Jones, 
| Roland Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
|| Leteher, Lilly, Macdonald, McQueen, Mace, Maxwell, 
| May, Meacham, Middleswarth, Smit miRer, Millson, 
|| Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichole, Noble, Olds, Orr, 
|| Packer, Parker, Peck, John Perkins, Preston, Pringle, Par- 
| year, Ready, Reese, Richardson, Riddie, David Ritchie, 
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da ee 


Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage. Seward, Seymour, Shannon, Shower,William Smith, 


William KR. Smith, Gecrge W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, 
John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Teller, Thurston, Tracey, 


Trout, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walley, Warren, 
Hiibu B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, 
Hendrick B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—143. 

NAYS—Mesars. Ashe, Ball, Belcher, Chrisman, Cobb, 
English, Florence, Franklin, Puller, Giddings, Aaron Har- 
lan, Hiester, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
Lewis, Lindsley, Matteson, Maurice, Mayall, Norton, 
Pennington, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, Simmons, Sollers, Strat- 
ton, Andrew Swart, T'weed, Wade, Israel Washburn, and 
Wells—J3. 

So the bill was passed. 

Pending the announcement of the vote— 

Mr. BOYCE. I was accidentally called out of 
the Hal! while the vote was being taken. If I had 
been here when my name was called, I should have 
voted in favor of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. I was for a moment absent 
when the vote was being taken; but [ desire to 
any that, if | had been here, | would have voted 
for the bill. ; 

Mr. EDMANDS. I was accidentally out, too. 
I ask to have my vote recorded in favor of the 
bill, inasmuch as it will not change the result. 


Objection was made. 1] 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from 
Kentucky within the bar when his name was 
called? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I believe I was within 
the bar; but before I vote upon this bill, I desire 
to make a brief statement to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House to hear the gentleman from Kentucky ? 
{General cries of ‘* Yes!”’ ‘* Yes!”’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, It will be recollected 
by the House that, some weeks ago, | was nom- 
inated and confirmed as Minister of the United 
States to Spain. It has also been observed that, 
since that period, | have been attending to my 
ordinary duties in the House. To explain that, 
I would remark, that this nomination and con- 
firmation were without my application, neither 
having been sought nor expected by me. I had 
not heard of the resignation of Mr. Soulé until | 
was informed that my name was just going to the 
Senate for the appointment. Under these circum- 
stances, the President of the United States very 
properly gave me a short indulgence, with the 
view of enabling me to consider the matter, and to 
confer with my friends at a distance from the 
Capitol. I deemed it proper, in the time, to go on 
and discharge my ordinary duties in the House 
of Representatives, otherwise an Executive ap- 
pointment might disfranchise any Representative 
of the people. 

After conferring with my friends, and after 
reflection on the whole subject, while very deeply 
appreciating this mark of Executive confidence, 
and the manner in which it was confirmed by the 
Senate, | have felt it to be my duty to decline the 
appointment, and have so apprised the President. | 
I am, therefore, relieved from the feeling of deli- 
cacy which restrained me from taking part in the | 
legisiation on this bill, and believing it to be right, | 
1 now vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote 





by which the bill was passed, and also moved to | 


lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which | 
latter motion was agreed to. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. BOCOCK. 
of the House to report a bill from the Committee | 
on Naval Affairs, for the purpose of having it | 
printed by next Tuesday, which is set apart for 
the consideration of naval business. It is a bill | 
to authorize the construction of seven steam | 


} ‘ 
ment of the Senate was concurred in. 


| Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| lution, to close debate upon House bill 
| for the relief of Samuel 


sloops-of- war. 1] 


There being no objection, the bill was read a | 
first and second time by its title, referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole en thestate of the Union, | 
and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to report, from the 





|| the cavalry.”’ 


} 
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business. Letthesebills be disposed of. It will 
take but two or three minutes. 


THE OSTEND CONFERENCE. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. It was my 
desire and intention to have accompanied the pas- 
sage of the diplomatic and onsular bill with a 
resolution which the committee have instructed me 
to report back. I desire to make a personal expla- 
nation in connection with it, and if the House will 
bear with me fora moment I will read the reso- | 
lution. It is with reference to the Ostend affair. ... | 

Objection was made. 


LARKIN SMITH. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of Senate bill for the relief | 
of the heirs of Larkin Smith, reported with the | 
following amendment: 

In line nine, after the word cavalry, to strike out the | 
words ‘* with interest thereon from the 2lst day of Febru- 
ary, 1850,” so that it would read: 

‘That the Secretary of the l'reasury be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and required, out of any money in the Treasury | 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the legal represent- 
atives of Larkin Smith, four years full pay of a captain of 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tation bill, it should be referred. 


1 make the 


‘Fmotion that it be referred te the Committee on | 


Revolutionary Claims. 
The SPEAKER. 


amendment striking out the interest. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 


LIEUTENANT J. C. CARTTER. 

The SPEAKER. The business next in order | 
is the consideration of the joint resolution for tae 
relief of Lieutenant J. C. Cartter, returned from 
the Senate with an amendment, adding, at the end 
thereof, the words, ‘* provided the amount shall 
not exceed the sum of $1,869 05;’’ so that it 
would read: | 

That, in the settlement of his accounts, Lieutenant J. 
C, Cartier shall be allowed such expenses as were incurred 
by him whilst acting as purser on board ship Massachu- 
setts, undergoing repairs at San Francisco, provided the 
amount shail not exceed the sum of $1,869 05. 

The question was taken; and the amendment of 
the Senate was concurred in. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The following Senate bills were taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time by 
their utiles, and referred to committees as indicated 
below: 

An act granting bounty land to Susan Palmer. | 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of Brevet Brigadier Gen- 


| eral John B. Walbach, of the United States Army. 


|| Mexican war. 


| 
j 


I ask the unanimous consent || Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


An act for the relief of Franklin Chase. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Joint resolution for the relief of John Y. Lamb, 
a clerk in the office of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. Referred to the Committeeof Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Weather- 
ford, widow of Colonel William Weatherford, of 
the first regiment of Illinois volunteers in the 
Referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill for the relief of George W. Torrence. | 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Moors. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Dickerson. 


SAMUEL COLT, 
Mr. EDGERTON. I offer the followin 


reso- 


o. 59, | 


Resolved, That all debate upon House bill No. 59 shall 
cease in one hour after the committee shall resume the | 


consideration thereof, and the committee shall then pro- || 


ceed to vote upon such amendments as may be offered, and 
shall then report it te the House, with such amendments as 
may have been agreed to. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, a bill for the || House be suspended for the purpose of going into | 
purpose of having it referred and ordered to be || the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


printed. It is the Army appropriation bill. 
Mr. TWEED. oe 


Mr. PHELPS. Who objects? 


Mr. TWEED, (rising in his seat.) I do. | 


Mr. COBB. | insist upon the regular order of | 


|| Union, and taking up the civil and diplomatic bill. 
1 object. 


TheSPEAKER. The resolution offered by the | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to amend by | 


If it is a commu- || 


The bill passed this body, || 
and has been returned from the Senate with an || 


: || 
olt: || Mr. FULLER. The Committee on Commerce 
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making the time for closing the debate three hoy;, 
instead of one. re 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It is too late 

,The SPEAKER. The resolution is amend, 
able. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I am satisfied that every 
member in the House has made up his mind how 
he would vote upon this question. One hour jg 
as good as forty. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cuiwemay’; 
amendment; and it was not agreed to, 

The question was then taken upon the reeoly. 
tion; and it was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS OF ARKANSAS LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. GREENWOOD asked and obtained leay. 
to introduce joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Arkansas, approving of the principles 
of the Kansas and Nebraska act, the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, and condemning fanaticism 


| in every form; which were laid on the table, and 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
| resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
| House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say, if the House 
vote down that motion, that I will move that the 
| House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of taking up the civil and diplomatic bill. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back a bill for the relief 
of Commander J. G. Pendergrast; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred 
/ to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of the executor of Henry M. Shreve, 
deceased, made a report thereon, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of the widow and children of 
Henry M. Shreve, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and the bill and report 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W. also, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred a jointresolution of the House 
( No. 37) for the relief of John L. Smith and James 
McGaw, made an adverse report thereon; which 

| was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNBAR. 1 ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 68, entitled ** An act to remove 
obstructions to navigation in the mouth of the 
Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass and Pass 
a |’Outre.”’ 

Mr. FULLER. I object to the reference of a 

| bill providing for internal improvements to the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. It should properly be referred to the 


|| Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. DUNBAR. [hope the gentleman’s mo- 
tion will not be agreed to. It makes an appro- 
priation such as was voted for by the Committee 
on Commerce at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to a question of 
order. I wish to know whether this business is 
properly before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is properly before the 

| House, by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. HUNT. [ask if the appropriation for the 
improvement of the mouths of the Mississippi 
river was not, with other matters, referred to that 
committee at the last session, and reported upon 

| favorably by them? Why should it be referred to 
them again? 

Mr. DUNBAR. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will not insist upon his motion to refer to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


has already before it more than fifty cases in 
reference to river and harbor improvements, which 
| have been referred to it by this House; and such 
| being the case, these Senate bills should properly 
| be referred to the same committee. I understan 

_ that the Senate has already passed a large number 
| of river and harbor bills. In fact these bills are 
| the same as the bill of last session, taken apart, 
_and the several appropriations therein contained 
| passed separately. I hope they will all be referred 


gentleman from Ohio has precedence, and must be || to the Committee on Commerce. 
voted upon first. || 


Mr. DUNBAR. It is unnecessary to make 


‘that reference, as these matters have already been 
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. -o that committee, and that committee reported 
-auly upon them last session. 
“re HENN. Will the gentleman from Illinois 

‘id me the floor a moment, to enable me to put 
y estion to the gentleman from Maine? 

“Mir. DUNBAR. 1 will. 

Mr. HENN. I would ask the gentleman from 
Maine, if these bills are referred to the Committee 
. Commerce, whether they will be reported back 
“vir, FULLER. I have no doubt that com- 
mittee will discharge its duty. ; 

“Mr. HUNT. But has not the committee already 
jetermined not to report any bills of that kind 
shis session © 

“vir, FULLER. Numerous bills for river and 
harbor improvement have been referred to that 
committee, and they have determined to report 
onon none of them until after the Senate bills have 
been referred to them—taking it for granted that 
they would be so reported. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I hope the motion of the gen- 
teman from Maine will not prevail, and upon it I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to a question of 
order. 1 wish to know whether the motion that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar does not 
take precedence of this business? I have not 
withdrawn my motion. 

Mr. DUNBAR. I had the unanimous consent 
of the House for the motion I made. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I have not withdrawn my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The bills are here by unani- 
mous consent, which sets aside all questions of 


order, and very frequently a good deal more. | 


{Laughter. 
~ Mr. MeMULLIN, Has it not been custom- 
ary to refer all such bills to the Committee on 
Commerce? 

Mr. HUNT. Thatis an argument for oppo- 
sition, for the gentleman knows well what he asks 
for. 

Mr. McMULLIN. And the gentleman de- 
sires to make a disposition of these bills different 
from that which has been heretofore made of sim- 
har bills. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was then ordered to be now put, 
viz: Shall the bill be committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union.”’ 

The question was put; and on a division the 
Speaker announced fifty-six in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER, It is not a majority of a 
quorum. 
~Mr. DUNBAR. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
a of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

The question recurring on the motion to refer it 
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Maurice, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Meacham, Middleswarth, 
mith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pratt, Preston, 
Puryear, Ready, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rogers, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, 
Shannon, Simmons, William Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, 
Thurston, Tracy, ‘T'weed, Upham, Vail, Walley, Warren, 
Eiibu B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, 
and Hendrick B. Wright—136. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, Barksdale, 
Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Chastain, Chrisman, Clingman, 
Cutting, Dowdell, Ellison, Faulkner, Fuller, Goode, 
Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, Ingersoll, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lewis, Me- 
Nair, McQueen, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Pringle, Robbins, Rutlin, Sage, 
Shaw, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, John J. Taylor, 
Vansant, Wade, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and 
Zollicoffer—50. 


So the motion to go into a Committee of the 


| Whole House on the Private Calendar was agreed 


to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was here received from the Senate by 


» Assury Dickins, Esq., their Secretary, informing 


to the Committee on Commerce, it was put, and 


the bill was so referred. 


COMMITTEE ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. EDGERTON. 1 now insist upon m 


the House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles, in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Patapsco river, and to render the port of Bal- 
timore accessible to war steamers of the United 
States; 

Anact making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Delaware breakwater; 

An act making appropriations for deepening 
the channel over the St. Clair flats, and for deep- 
ening the channel over the flats of the St. Mary’s 
river, in the State of Michigan; 

An act to continue the improvement of the Des 
Moines and the Rock river rapids, in the upper 
Mississippi; 

An act to continue the improvement in the har- 
bor of Newark, New Jersey; 

An act making an appropriation for continuing 
the repair of certain public works in the State of 
Maine, heretofore commenced under the authority 
of law; 

An act to appropriate money to remove the ob- 
structions in the Savannah river below the city 
of Savannah, in the State of Georgia; 

An act to provide for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Ohio river; 

An act to provide for the continuing of the im- 
provements of the Mississippi river; 

An act to provide for the continuing of the im- 
provements of the Missouri river; and 

An act to complete the work at the mouth of 
the river San Diego, in the State of California. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 


following titles; which thereupon received the 


signature of the Speaker: 
An act for the relief of Daniel Morse, of Essex, 
county of Chittenden, in the State of Vermont; 
An act to secure the right of citizenship to 


_ children of citizens of the United States, born out 


motion to go into a Committee of the Whole House | 


on the Private Calendar. 


The question being put, the Speaker announced | 


that it was carried; whereupon 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: I ask for the | 


yeas and nays upon it. I want to see who those 


who want to defeat the regular appropriation 
ills, 


Mr. RUFFIN. 


and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Casxie and 


Grey were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 29, noes 98. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


| ton county, WashingtonTerritory; 


of the limits thereof; 
An act for the relief of George Bush, of Thurs- 


An act confirming a land claim to 
of the Territory of Washington; and 
An act to refund to the officers of the customs, 


/and others of the district of Passamaquoddy, 


| 


The question was then taken; and resulted— 


yeas 136, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Abercrombie, Ball, Banks, Barry, 
Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Breckinridge, 
Bridges, Bristow, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Chamberlain, Chandler, Chase, Clark, Cobb, Cook, Cor- 
win, Cox, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Thomas 
Davis, De Witt, Disney, Dunbar, Dunham, Eastman, Eddy, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Parley, Fenton, Florence, Franklin, 
Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Goodwin, Green, Greenwood, 
Grey, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Andrew J. Harlan, Wiley P. 
Harris, Hastings, Henn, Hiester, Hill, Howe, Hughes, Jobn- 
son, J. Glaney Jones, Kerr, Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, 
Lilly, Lindley, McCulloch, McMullin, Mace, Matteson, 


' 
| 
| 


1 


| certain moneys. 
I call for tellers upon the yeas | 


COLT’S PATENT. 


The House resolved itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, (Mr. 
Greenwoop in the chair. ) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is House bill (No. 59) for the relief of 
Samuel Colt, upon which the gentleman from 
Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDGERTON. How much time have | 
left ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Chairman, I think 
that [ shall find it necessary, in the continuation 


of my remarks, to make some further allusion to 
the creation of the committee of investigation in 


this case. ' 
the body, I would like to go to its foundation, to 
the first charge that was made involving the char- 


acter and integrity of this House of Represent- | 


| sions. 


Elijah White, 


To bring the matter properly before | 


651 


atives, that we may know from whom, or from 
whence it proceeded, and how it accumulated by 
being rolled over and over, and obtained the im- 
portance which it has in this Hall. The first in- 
sinuation known to me, affecting the integrity of 
this body and its character, was contained in an 
article published in a newspaper of this city—the 
Daily Evening Star. The article iv brief, and [ 
will now call the attention of members to it: and 
do so because the writer of the article, as | sup- 
pose, is a reporter upon this floor, and entitled to 
all the privileges of that position. This is the ar- 
ticle: 


* A GranD OperaTiIon or Coneress.—We learn that 
the assignees of three patent rights, which, together, yield 
perhaps a million per annutn in tariffs, have combined to 
induce Congress to extend them this winter, for seven vears 
longer. They are said to have raised a fund of $100.00) to 
be distributed at this point to carry through their object. 
We have seen signs satisfying us of the truth of this story. 
Their champagne is already flowing in Washington like 
water, and their canvas backs are also ‘a roasting’ right 
merrily. Doany members want a few cold hundreds, or, it 
may be, thousands, to bet atfaro? We shall shortly give 
all particulars of this scheme, if we can obtain them.”’ 


Here, then, is the commencement of the gross 
and infamous slander of an American Congress; 
and this was perpetrated by a man who 1s per- 
mitted to occupy a seat upon this floor as a 
reporter. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Asa matter of courtesy, 
I should like to know who was the author of that 


Mr. EDGERTON. So should I. I do not 
know who the reporter of the Star is; I take it 
that he is one of the editors. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is he a supporter of the 


| article. 


| Administration ? 


Mr. EDGERTON. Yes, sir; indifferently so; 


Here, I say, is the commencement of this gross 


| slander against the integrity of the AmericanCon- 


gress. Another paper—the Scientific American— 
takes it up, and republishes it with the following 


| remarks: 


“Money, champagne, and gluttony are, it seems, the 
weapons to be employed to buy up votes to carry through 
schemes whose annual tariffs yield a million of dollars. 

** Traitors to the honor of the American name ; you would 
‘steal the Apostolic keys of Heaven, and appropriate them 
as tools for crafty knaves to shut out virtue, and unfold the 
gates which Heaven itself has barred against the lust and 
avarice of sordid ambition.’ The comedy of Esau is again 
to be enacted, the national birthright is bargaining away for 
a mess of pottage ; who is the bidder? must be sold—this 
is the last call—going, going, going to cormorants who feed 
upon the honor and integtity of American freedom.”’ 


The Daily Evening Post, of Philadelphia, reit- 
erates the general charge, basing its remarks on 
the article which | have read from the Evening 


| Star of this city, and says: 


‘*Tf the above is true, the Washington Star and the Sci- 
entific American are entitied to the thanks of the American 
public for sounding the alarm. But we want the names 
of these conspirators against the integrity of Congress and 
the rights of their fellow-citizens, Let them be held up to 
the public gaze. 

‘* lf rumor on this subject is true, the three most profit- 
able patents in the country are referred to; patents that 
have already been extended te twenty one years, and have 
yielded to the applicants already more than a million of 
dollars each. And other patents have been granted for im- 
provements in these same branches of busines that will 
be crushed and rendered valueless by the proposed exten- 
[t will be taking property from the hands of those 
who now hold itunder the present patent laws, and transfer- 
ring it to those millionaires. Well can they afford to gorge 
members of Congress with champagne suppers and pres- 
ents, to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars to carry 
their points. 

“But we trust Congress will pause to consider what a 
revolution in patent rights is proposed to be made by these 
speculators, and where such legislation will lead to.”? 


And I have also seen the same article copied in 
newspapers generally throughout the country, #0 
that the charge has obtained a supposed truthful- 
ness, which has impressed upon the minds of the 
people of the country the idea that the American 
Congress is a corrupt body; that it may be bought 
and sold, as wares in market. 

Here was the first charge. The next was the 
reiteration, in this Hall, by an honorable member 
/of Congress. Herefers to this ramor, and stands 

up here and reiterates, by insinuation, that mem- 
| bers of Congress are open to bribery and corrup- 


tion. Yet it is but an insinuation; it is but an 
intimation. ‘There is not courage to make the 
| assertion. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Who does the gentleman 
refer to as not having courage to make an as- 
| sertion ? 


Mr. EDGERTON. [Iallude to any gentleman 
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who has made a general charge without any spe- 
cification. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I only meant to say that, 
if any such remark as that were applied to me, It 
was 4 falsehood. Ido not know whether it was 
or not. 

Mr. EDGERTON. The gentleman from North 
Carolina cannot possibly get me into any personal 
controversy. , 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would not have said | 
what I have if the gentleman had not iterated and 
reiterated the other day what he has repeated again 
to-day. I felt it due the gentleman should make 
a disclaimer. 7 

Mr. EDGERTON. Ihave only todo with facts; 
and the fact | stated was, thata member of Con- 
gress stood here, upon this floor, and repeated 

these rumors to which I have referred. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. When the gentleman says 
that the member has not courage enough to make | 
a statement, or, in other words, charges a mem- 
ber with cowardice, I take it he violates the rule | 
of order. Ashe was not called to order the other 
day, nor to-day, I felt it to be my duty to repel 
the charge in the way in which I have. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I doubt not that every 
member of Congress has courage to state what he 
believes tobetrue. If he has truth to state, I have 
no doubt but he will state it. It is because he has 
not a specific charge against any one individual 
that a member declines to make it, and confines 
himself to the general rumor. Itis no evidence of 

‘cowardice because a member does not make a spe- 
cific charge, when he has none to make. It evi- 
dences his regard for truth. That is it; and that 
is what | meant to intimate that the gentleman 
did. Not being able to fix this general rumor 
upon any one person, he makes the general charge. 
He cannot fix it upon any one person, because 
there is no one suspected. 

Well, sir, this committee of investigation was 
created. Its duties have been laborious. Wit- 
nesses have been called before it—among others 
members of Congress—for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether or not some charge could not 
possibly be made against some member of Con- 
gress; not whether any really existed, but whether 
some could not be made. All the questions put 
by the committee have been to obtain information, 
and without the basis of any specific charge. It 
was because such was the character of the com- 
mittee, and such the investigation, that I said it 
was inquisitorial, My statement, I think, is car- 
ried out by the facts in the case. The power of 
these committees to call witnesses for these pur- 
poses, and to require them to answer, has been 
denied by the House by ite vote on Saturday last. 

And there is another fact connected with this 
committee. It has already cost the Government 
something like $1,600; and for what purpose? The 
American Congress has been charged with an ex- 
a of $1,600 for this trial, and no one has even 

een charged with an offense. The committee has 
employed a clerk since the commencement of the 
session at a compensation of four dollars per day, 
and that clerk has done nothing. No witnesses 
have been called before it, no evidence has been 
collected, and all this expense has been incurred 
because a rumor had been started that members 
of Congress were corruptible. Now, sir, we 
expelled a reporter from this House, the otherday, 
because he refused to testify before this com- 
mittee. The House denied the power of the com- 
mittee to compel him to testify, and yet it expelled 
him from the Hall, while another person who has 
slandered, who has libeled the American Con- 
gress, is considered a proper person to retain the 
-_ of a reporter, without any attempt to expel 

im. 

The honorable chairman of this committee [Mr. 
weeenmnnd has stated that one reason why this 
bill should not pass was, that the committee was 
unable to procure the attendance of witnesses, or 
their testimony when present. He makes the 
charge that Mr. Dickerson, Mr. Colt, Mr. Joslin, 
and others, although giving the information that 
$15,000 ~ charg: ox Mr. paanaast e o 
purpose of procuri e passage of this bi 
through Semen aan had declined to testify in 
relation to the expenditure of that sum. Was not | 
that the 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will take 
the trouble to look at the report, he can answer the | 
question for himself. Mr. Dickerson expressly | 
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of $15,000. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Can the gentleman refer 
me to the portion of the report where he refuses 
to testify upon this point, or where the question 
was asked him? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir; I think I can. 

Mr. EDGERTON. The gentleman the other 
day, in his remarks made this declaration: 

‘Now, if all this were a fair business transaction; if 


these funds were placed in the hands of Mr. Dickerson for || 


| legitimate purposes alone, why is it that even the book- 


| since last fall, the sum of $15,000 of Colt’s money. 


keeper of this concern of Mr. Colt is not allowed to see 
the items of expenditure which make up the account be- 
tween Colonel Colt and his agent, Dickerson? 
that, upon one side of the account, Mr. Dickerson is 
charged with advances to the amount of $15,000, and upon 
the other side, not one solitary item of creditis specified of 
any sort or description whatsoever? [ask the committee 
to look at the question, and see whether they can reconcile 
it with the principles of a fair and legitimate business 
transaction, where the parties themselves are doing nothing 
which they are unwilling shall see the light? ”” 


Now, sir, I read from his report as chairman of 
the committee of investigation: 


“The testimony of Joslin shows conclusively, in the 
judgment of the undersigned, that Dickerson has a 
or 
what purpose was it received, and how has it been ex- 
pended? Joslin, the book-keeper of Colt for five years past, 
states most distinctly, that he does not know for what pur- 
pose the money was received by Dickerson ; that the books 
do not show the items which make up the said sum of 
$15,000 ; and that he has no knowledge, either from inform- 
aiuon or otherwise, on that subject. If the transactions 
between these parties were fair, why this concealment? 
Wiy do Dickerson, Colt, and Joslin, all of whom, or, at 
least, two of whum, know the facts, carefully and studiously 
withhold them from this committee and from the country? 
If all were fair and above-board, if money had only been 


used properly and for legitimate purposes, can it be supposed, | 


for an instant, thut Mr. Dickerson, who has leen the active 


agent of Colt, und who knows how every dollar has been ap- | 


plied, WOCLD HAVE DECLINED, AS HE HAS DONE, lo give 
the committee full and satisfactory information on a point of 
so much consequence and importance to his principal? Can 


it be supposed that Colt himself has received no inform- | 


| ation from Dickerson as to the manner in which the money 


| edge, and secondly from information derived through other | 


has been used, Or the objects to which it has been applied? | 
According to the testimony of Joslin, Mr. Colt manages his | 


business most carefully, so carefully and closely as to deny 


all discretion even to his confidential book. keeper, except | 
in very small and unimportant matters, and under the most || 
| inexorable necessity. 


This is clear from the testimony of 
Joslin himself, who states that his power and authority 
were so limited and restricted, that he could only purchase 
an occasional cart-load of coal, or do some other act of no 
greater importance. When Mr. Coltis thus particular in 
the management of his business, when he strips his agents 


of discretion to so great an extent, the inference that he || 


knows nothing of the moneyed transactions between himself 


and Dickerson is not warranted by the facts, as shown by 


himself and his most deeply intere:ted attorneys. 


“If this sam of $15,000 had been drawn from Colt for | 


the legitimate purpose of paying for professional services, 
that fact would have been shown by the items which make 
up Mr. Dickerson’s credits, and those items would have 
been clearly and distinctly set forth upon the books. If the 
money had been applied only to legitimate and fair pur- 
poses, we should have had a full and satisfactory account 
presented to the committee, which would have shown every 
dollar that was received, and to whom every dollar had 
been paid. But as it is, we have a positive refusal to an- 
swer on this point; and, although he is secking legislation, 
a studious, and so far a successful, effort has been inade to 
withhold all information where it should be his pleasure, as 
it ts his duty, to make a full exposure of all the facts of the 
case, that the people and their representatives may know 
whether money has been used corruptly or improperly with 
a view to influence and control legislation. ‘This was one 


of the purposes for which this committee was organized, | 


and that purpose has been thwarted, so far as was possible, 


by positive refusals, on the most trifling pretexts, to respond | 


to the plainest questions by those who knew the facts, and 


bave shown by their conduct that it was their interest to | 


conceal them.” 


Now, sir, in order to show how unjust this | 


charge of ‘ positive refusal to answer on this point”? 


is, | read from the testimony of Mr. D. the only || 
questions anc answers which were ever addressed | 
to him, or saswered by him on the subject of | 
| $15,000, or any other money. The first question | 
|18 by Mr. Eppy, on page 30: 


Will you state, as far as your | 


* Question by Mr. Eddy. 
recollection will permit, the amount expended by you as 


the counsel of Colonel Colt, in the employment of attorneys | 
or agents, or in the other means used, to obtain an exten- | 


sion of Colonel Colt’s patent? State firstasto your knowl- 
persons. 

“ Answer. The amount I cannot state without recourse 
to books, which I have not here. I should think the amount 
inquired of was notless than $2,000 nor more than $6,000 ; 
but I consider this a private matter entirely, which, in my 


| judgment, I ought not, as counsel for Mr. Colt, to dis- 


entleman’s statement? | 


| 


close.’? 


Mr. Joslin states that $15,000 stand charged to 


Dickerson, and that he has accounted for but five | 


or six thousand, but I cannot find that any other 
question was put to him as to how he paid out 
the balance, which was not answered. 


Wy is it | 
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If the gentleman wil : 
the 46th page of the report S will find M ae 
states that Mr. Dickerson is charged with 
of which he has accounted for only som 
or $6,000. 

Mr. EDGERTON. That is precisely what | 
had just remarked. He makes this statemen, 
but I cannot find, from the testimony, that an; 
enn was asked as to how the remainder Ww 

isposed of, to which an answer is declined, 

Mr. LETCHER. It was stated distinctly that 
|, he got $15,000 for the purpose of prosecuting this 
|| claim before Congress. Mr. Joslin makes this 

statement explicitly; but when the question was 
put to Mr. Dickerson as to how he had disposed of 
the $9,000 or $10,000 he declined to answer, Upon 
| the ground that it was his own private matter. 
| Mr. EDGERTON. I ask the gentleman to 
| show me that question. That is what the gentle. 
|| man said the other day, that Mr. Dickerson, wag 
| charged with $15,000 advances, and that he had 
| refused to specify a single item of his expenditure 
|| Now, sir, I should like to see where he has made 
|| sucha refusal. 

‘|| Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will take 
| thetrouble to look at Mr. Joslin’s evidence beforg 
| the committee, he will see that he states distinct) 

|| that there is no item specified at all—that Mr. 
| Dickerson is charged with $15,000, and credited 
| with $5,000 or $6,000, but that no item is specified 
| even in reference to the ane or $6,000. 

Mr. EDGERTON. ill the gentleman show 
me the question put by him in reference to this 
matter, which he declined to answer? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir; if the gentleman 
will give me time to find it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Well, sir, let us follow 
this testimony further, and see how beautifully 
| the elements of a true story, when even accideni- 
ally brought together, must agree. Mr. Dicker. 
son tells the committee that he had had about 
$15,000 since the fall of 1853, and that he had 
spent less than $6,000 of it in this extension, 
(This testimony was given in July.) About the 
exact amount he could not tell, as he had not the 
books here. Mr. Joslin, the book-keeper, was 
_ afterwards called, and he tells us that the books 
| show this statement of Mr. Dickerson to be ex- 
_ actly correct, even to amounts. I read from pages 
| 46 and 47: 


** Question by Mr. Wheeler. What amount of money, if 
any, has Mr. Diekerson drawn from Colonel Colt, for the 
purpose of securing the extension of his patent? 

‘* Answer. I don‘t know that he has drawn any for such 

| purpose. There is a balance against him of more than 

39,000, and less than $10,000. The whole of the debit side 

of his account is $15,000 ; the credit side between $5,000 
| and $6,000. 
| Now, sir, the gentleman states that Mr. Dick- 
|| erson is charged with $15,000, and that no item of 
| credit is specified, of any kind whatever, while 

Mr. Joslin himself swears that $5,000 or $6,000 
are credited, leaving a balance unaccounted for of 
only $9,000 or $10,000. 

Mr. LETCHER. [ am sure the gentleman 
does not intend to misrepresent the facts, but he 
| does not state them correctly. I stated expressly 
that there was this charge of $15,000, and that 
there were credits of $5,000 or $6,000; but if the 
gentleman will take the trouble to look at the tes- 
timony, he will find that Mr. Joslin could not 
specify any particular item of credit. Here is 
what he says: 

‘* Question by Mr. Eliot.” What is the character of the 
credit items ? 

‘« Answer. I don’t know what the credit items are. [ 
think the entries were made by direction of Mr. Sargent, 
who attended to the corresponden ze. 

‘* Question by Mr. Eliot. Can you not tell the character 
of any one, or its amount? 

** Answer. I cannot.’? 


Mr. EDGERTON. I now aesire to call the 
attention of the House to the speech of the gentle- 
man from Virginia again. He says: 

‘* Why is it that, upon one side of the account, Mr. Dick- 
erson is charged with $15,000, and upon the other side, not 


|| one solitary item of credit is specified, of any sort oF 
description whatsoever ?°? 


| 
|| Mr. LETCHER. What is that? 
| 





r. Joslin 
$15,000, 
© $9,00) 





Mr. EDGERTON. That is from the gentle- 
man’s speech, 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh! Exactly. 

Mr. EDGERTON. But Mr. Joslin swears that 
pa credited. : 

. That is true, but there is 


|| there is $5,000 o1 
Mr. LETCHE 
not one item given. 
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“Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Joslin, in answer to 
the question: ‘What amount of money, if any, 
hes ‘Mr. Dickerson drawn from Colonel Colt for 
the purpose of securing the extension of his 
patent?” replies: 
* «donot know that he has drawn any for such purpose. 
ypre is a balance against him of more than $9,000, and 
". than $10,000. The whole of the debit side of bis 
int is $15,000; the credit side between $5,000 and 


\} 


“Mr. LETCHER. Now read the very next 
question and answer. ; 
Mr. EDGERTON. I will. 
« Question by Mr. Eliot. What is the character of the || 


redit items ? 
or; Answer. 1 do not know what the credit items are. I 
think the entries were made by direction of Mr. Sargent, 
who aulended to the correspondence. 

« Question by Mr Eliot. Can you not tell the character 
of any one, Or its amount? 

«“ answer. I cannot. 

« Question by chairman. 


he drawn since 1st December last, according to the books ? 

« Answer. Theaccount with Mr. Dickerson was opened 
jast fall. There has been no money, not a dollar, charged 
jo him since the lst of December last, I am confident.” | 

But, sir, what I called upon the gentleman from 
Virginia to show was, that Mr. Dickerson was | 
called upon to show how he had disposed of this 
«5,000 or $6,000, and refused to answer. The 
ventieman has produced no such evidence, and | 


| vestment, and you will have adebit to theaccount | a short statement, which will occu 


| in this adventure would at this time have been be- 
|| tween six and seven hundred thousand dollars. 


|| credit. Compare that amount with the value of | 


| been asserted here, in this House, that the value | 
of his property in Hartford is between six and || 


| inferior article to compete with Colt’s pistol, the | 


| will depreciate twenty-five, thirty, or fifty per 


will not prosecute this branch of inquiry further. || 


] stated, in my former remarks, that | understood | 
the object of our patent laws to be to benefit the | 
public, by encouraging men of genius to exercise 
their time, talents, and energies, and that the profits 
of an inventor should be proportionate to the pub- 
lic benefit. 

| read from various reports, showing the im- | 
mense value to the country of this invention of 
Colonel Colt’s. I showed clear! 
saved thousands and hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. About that there can beno doubt. It is 
admitted to be one of the most perfect weapons 
for military purposes ever invented; and just in 
proportion as you perfect the weapon you decrease 
the expense of the personnel of the army, and con- 
sequently of the war. That is a proposition to 
which every one will accede. 

Well, now, sir, having established the proposi- 
tion, as I believe, that there should be a reward to 


that it had || 
| Colt has nothing to fear from the manufacture of 


|| that the public have not intelligence enough to dis- | 
| criminate between a good arm and a bad one. 


the inventor proportionate to the benefit conferred | 


on the public, 1 now come to the other question: 
What has been Colonel Colt’s reward? That is 
the question. 
labored from 1831 to 1849, without any reward 
whatsoever; that he devoted his time, his ener- 
gies, his own money, and the money of his friends, 
to the accomplishment of the great object of his 
heart, the perfection of hisarm, without a solitary 
dollar of profit, during a period of seventeen years. | 
There was no interference with himthen; no one 
attempted to infringe upon his patent, because it 
was considered entirely valueless. But after he 
had perfected his weapon by means of very ex- 
pensive machinery, in which he had invested ever 


I will state first, that Colonel Colt || 


| gence enough to discriminate when once or twice 


| even this committee of investigation say that he is 


dollar of his capital, then parties came forward, || u 
| intendence, and made as cheaply as they could || gentleman from North Carolina should, therefore, 


who had money to carry on such enterprise, and 
attempted to infringe upon his patent, to force on 
the public an inferior article made of castiron, and 
drive him from the market. Colonel Colt never 
feared competition from men who make as good a 
pistol as his. He has nothing to fear from them. 


lt is because imitations of his patent are made of | 
cast iron that he demands of Congress the right to || 


use his machinery, to perfect his weapon, and to | 
supply the Army and the public with a weapon 
as opener as it can possibly be made. 

ut, sir, as to this allegation that Colonel Colt 
has made an immense fortune by the sale of his | 


pistols, I have a variety of facts here which I | 


can bring to the attention of the committee, going | 
‘o show very clearly that Colonel Colt’s profits— | 
this fortune that he has made, and these millions | 
of dollars that he is yet to make—are all imagin- | 
‘ry. Let any intelligent gentleman, any business | 
man, make a statement of the account with Colo- 
nel Colt, as a business man would make it, and | 
then strike the balance, and see where the profit | 
is. Now, what are the facts? He labored for a | 
perio’ of twenty-two years, and during that time | 
® received nothing. Charge the account with a | 
fair compensation for the amount of his labor. 
harge the account also with $230,000, invested | 
in the New Jersey Manufacturing Company, and | 


lost. Charge such a per cent. interest upon that | 


| 
| 


|| of that property, according to the testimony of 
When did the accounts on the || 
pooks against Mr. Dickerson commence, and how much has || 


|| for what purposes it can be used, is only $350,000. | 


| service; and the proofs show that the profit on the || can be passed 
| last thousand was not equal to the loss on the first || 
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as would have been realized from any prudent in- || gentleman from Indiana. | merely want to make 

' y but few min- 
utes, as | do not desire to ienoabe on the com- 
mittee, having already spoken once or twice in 
connection with this subject. 

This bill isa very singular case, Mr. Chairman. 
It is the only bill which | have known involving 
such a large amount of interest that was not 
supported on some plausible pretext. It is the 
only bill that 1 have known which is not only not 
supported by any principle of legislation on the 
subject to which it relates, but which violates 
every single sound principle that is known in con- 
nection with the question; and every fact stated in 
the course of debate, = either side, is directly 
in the teeth of the application. 

Now, sir, | will make this good in the three or 
four minutes during which I expect to occupy the 
attention of the committee; and then I want to 
notice, briefly, a few of the remarks of the gentle- 
man over the way, [Mr. Epcerron. } 

By the general patent law of the United States, 
an inventor is allowed fourteen years for his pat- 
ent to continue in force. Well, Mr. Colt has had 
the benefit of it for twenty-one years; and now he 
wants to have another term of it, after the present 

| patent expires, although he has had one exten- 
sion already. The law provides that if, at the 
end of the fourteen years for which the patent is 
originally granted, the inventor is not sufficiently 
remunerated, and if the invention is a meritorious 
one, then the Commissioner may extend it. Well, 
under this law Mr. Colt went before the Commis- 
sioner of Patents; and it was there shown, on evi- 
dence taken before the Commissioner, after due 
notice to Mr. Colt, and in presence of his attorney, 
that he had made out of his patent over $1,000,000, 
besides what he may gain before its expiration. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I wish to propose 

one question to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman will excuse 
me. I cannot yield the floor just now. 


of between six and seven hundred thousand dol- || 
lars. If his labor had been devoted to any other 
purpose, with the same energy and perseverance 
that he devoted to the accomplishment of this ob- 
ject; if the money had been invested in any other 
species of manufacturing, or even placed ata lim- 
ited amount of interest, the aggregate of the debit 


Well, here is a debit of between six and seven 
hundred thousand dollars. Now, then, for the 


his property now in hand, and what isit? It has | 


seven hundred thousand dollars. The sworn value | 
experienced persons, who know what it is, and | 


Now, what is the peculiar character of the prop- 
erty? Every man knows that, upon the expira- | 
tion of the present patent, 80 as to permit an 


value of the property invested in the manufacture | 


centum, and perhaps more. It is entirely value- 
less for any other purpose except the manufac- 
ture of this arm; and if he is deprived of his 
patent, the very machinery which some gentle- 
men here say is worth $750,000 will not sell for 
one tenth of the amount, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Do I understand 
the gentleman’s argument to be, that if Colonel 
Colt is not protected, some man will instantly put 
up an establishment, and run him out of the mar- | 
ket? 

Mr. EDGERTON. I say this: that Colonel 
an arm equal to his. It is because an arm resem- | 
bling it, made of cast iron, not efficacious, but 
absolutely dangerous, will be manufactured and 
forced on the market at an infinitely less price than Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I merely want to 
his, that he requires a renewal of his patent to pro- | inquire 

Cries of ‘* Order!” “* Order!’’] 


tect the public from the inferior article. | 
Mr. SMITH. Then the gentleman supposes || Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I hope the 
Chair will.see that order is preserved. I am only 
occupying the floor myseif by the permission of 
my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Evpy.} 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I rise to a question of order. 
My point of order is this: that the gentleman from 
Indiana—my colleague, [Mr. Eppy,}—has no right 
to yield the floor to the gentleman from North 
| Carolina for the purpose of allowing him to make 
a speech. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. By the general consent of 
the committee the gentleman from Indiana yielded 
me the floor, on the understanding that | would 





Mr. EDGERTON. The public have intelli- 


they have paid dearly for their experience ina 
matter. 

But it is also charged that Colonel Colt has || 
made a large amount of money by his contracts 
with the Government. Well, let us look at that 
matter fora moment. In 1846 he made his first | 
contract with the Government for a thousand 
pistols, for which he was to receive the sum of 
$28,150. That was the first contract that he || retain it for only six minutes. 
made with the Government. He swears—and || The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
| diana yielded the floor for the purpose of allow- 
aman of honor and integrity, and that they never || ing the gentleman from North Carolina to make 
questioned his veracity—he swears that those || an explanation with regard to this question. 
pistols, manufactured under his personal super- || Mr.DUNHAM. Yes; but I remark that the 


be made, cost to him $27,063 81, showing a profit || confine himself to the mere explanation. 

of only $986 19. This, too, without making any | Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not wonder, Mr. 

charge for his time, trouble, or traveling expenses || Chairman, at the tenderness exhibited on this ques- 

—the profit, therefore, not paying his board bills. | tion, for I say boldly that nobody can examine it 
Since 1846 the Government has received four | without coming to the conclusion that it is sup- 

thousand. ‘The three thousand furnished before || ported on some grounds or other not advanced in 

the last thousand at an actual loss of more than || this House. 


$2,000. Hecontinued the supply even under this I was showing, str, when interrupted, that there 


| loss, in order to bring his arm to the test of actual |! is not a single pretext of justice on which this bill 





Mr. DUNHAM. 
three thousand. To sum up briefly, therefore, he | order. 
has lost the twenty-two years’ time, and the money || Mr.CLINGMAN. I do not mean any offense 


I again rise to a point of 





first invested, at least $600,000, and he has gained | to the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Duntam.] 
the value of his machinery, of no value, compar- H Mr. DUNHAM. Nordol so understand it; 
atively, for any other purpose but for this, esti- || but I know that it has been the practice of the 
mated at $350,000 to €400,000. | committee and of the House to confine gentlemen 
Here the hammer fell.] to the explanation for which they may have got 
r. EDGERTON. Is my time out? the floor, and according to that practice the gentle- 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. || man from North Carolina is clearly out of order. 
Mr. EDGERTON. Why, I had only just | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
begun. || the gentlemen from Indiana and from North Car- 
“Mr. EDDY obtained the floor. \| olina, (Messrs. Duxuam and Curveman,] that the 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentlemanallow || Chair understood the gentleman from North Car- 
me five or six minutes of his time? '| olina desired the floor for the purpose of making 
Mr. EDDY. I will yield to the gentleman for || an explanation, and that the gentleman from In- 
that time. diana yielded to him for that purpose. This he 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I am much obliged to the | was entitled todo. Any member may yield the 








; 
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floor to another for explanation, but not for the 
purpose of debate, unless by unanimous consent, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina that [ do not think that 
remarke such as those he has just made are strictly 
in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wasonly alluding to the 
attempts that have been made to-day to stop 
debate on this question, and to the anxiety now 
shown to prevent me from saying @ few words in 
that connection, 

I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that for the 
last three years Mr. Colt has been called upon to 
make a showing of the profits he has derived 
from this patent. At last session, the gentleman 
fom Michigan [Mr. Srevens] read some affidavits 
to show that he possessed property in Hartford to 
the amount of $450,000, and in London to the 
amount of $250,000, making in all some $700,000, 
and how much he was worth beyond that he did 
not say. My object is to show the committee 
and the House that the whole foundation on 
which an epplication for extension of a patent, 


under the general principles of our law, is made, | 


is in this case wanting altogether. Mr. Colt has 
been, and is, reaping very large profits from the 
manufacture of these patent arms; the whole cost 
of manufacturing those pistols, which are now 
selling at from sixteen to thirty dollars, does not 
exceed eight dollars. Mr. Colt has been making 
these large profits, and when he was called on to 
make a showing of them before the Commissioner 
of Patents, he did not comply with the requisition. | 
Therefore | say that the foundations on which 
applications of this kind usually rest, are in this 
case altogether wanting. Besides this, there is 
still some two or three years for the patent to run 
before its term expires. Remember, too, that Mr. 
Colt owns two large establishments for the manu- 


facture of these arms, and that there is no danger | 
of anybody else putting up an establishment of || 


the sort before then, because he does not know 
but that the patent may be extended. The con- | 
sequence will be, that Mr. Colt will still have vir- 

tually seven years longer of monopoly. 

Then, sir, upon the general principles of the | 
patent lew, which allows patents to be granted for | 
fourteen years, and to be extended for seven years | 
longer, Mr. Colt, having already enjoyed the 
benefits of this patent for twenty-one years, is not 
entitled to a further extension of it. The argu- 
ment has been made that this invention is of great 
benefit to the country; but there are other inven- 
tions, great and useful ones tothe country, and to 
the world—such as the steam engine, and the reap- 
ing machine, and many of the patent plows—which 
are not protected by the patent laws for longer 
than fourteen years. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I promised to be brief on 
this question. I cannot delay to argue it, because | 
really there is nothing in the arguments in support 
of it. Now, why is it that gentlemen are asking 
you, in the teeth of all the principles which govern 
our patent laws, to extend this patent to Mr. Colt? 
Why, the gentleman over the way (Mr. Epcer- | 
Ton} tells us—as the report does—that, if Mr. | 
Colt is not thus protected, somebody else may | 
make cast-iron pistols, which will not be worth | 
anything, and that thus the public will be the suf- | 
ferers. Why do not gentlemen enlarge on that 
principle? e do not give monopolies to those 
who manufacture steel axes, or pen-knives, or 
razors, because others might bring into market | 
axes, and pen-knives, and razors, of cast-iron. | 
Why do not gentlemen bring in a bill to prevent | 
any person opening a hotel in Washington, lest | 
by permitting more than one to be open people. 
may be imposed upon? What more preposterous | 
idea than that could be conceived? There is not 
one member, I am convinced, on this floor who 
would act upon such an idea. There is not a | 
school-boy that would ever entertain, for a mo- 
ment, such a preposterous idea. 

Mr. EDDY took the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have only occupied four 
minutes of the time which the gentleman conceded 
to me; and he will please allow me to go on fora 
moment or two longer. I only want to show on 
what shallow pretext this matter rests. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Encer- 
Ton] said here the other day, again and again, that 
no member on this floor had the courage to make 
this chargedirectly. Well, you and I know, Mr. 
Chairman, that charging members of this House | 


with want of courage, is a violation of the rules of 
order. But I deliberately repel the charge, and I 
say, on behalf of the House, and on behalf of every 


man in it, that I do not believe there is a member | 


here who has not courage enough to make any 

statement which he thinks to be true, and I there- 

fore pronounce this allegation to be an egregious 
| falsehood. 

So much for that! And I say further, in con- 
nection with this report ef the investigating com- 
mittee, that the report not only sustains everything 
that has been stated in respect to the means used 
to pass this bill, but it goes even further. The 
gentleman from Ohio knows what | said the other 


day on this head. I said that efforts had been | 


made to influence members in the manner alluded 
to; and the committee thinks so too. The report 
shows the large number of agents that are em- 


ployed to lobby through this bill. There is one | 


principal agent who employed—it is shown—six 


others; but there are, at least, some ten or twenty || 


employed for this purpose. If I wanted to go 
_ into the merits of this report—but I do not, as time 
will not permit me—I think I could show that it 


_is a useful document. Inconclusion, | would say | 


| that I did not mean te intimate that the gentleman 
| from Ohio—whe is very clear-headed—and the 
| other gentlemen inthis House who ask us to pass 
| this bill, were actuated by any improper motives; 
| but I think that that gentleman labors under some 
| delusion in this matter when he asks us te pass 
a bill of this kind. I will ne lenger occupy the 
| time of the committee. 

Mr. EDDY took the fleor. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman from 
| Indiana yield me the floor for a moment? 

{Cries of ** No, no; let him go on.’’] 

Mr. EDDY. What time have I got left, Mr. 
| Chairman ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. EDDY. The time to which | am limited 
is so short that I cannot give way further to the 
gentleman. I would not have troubled the com- 
mittee at this time but for the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerrton,] somewhat 
remarkable in its character, and certainly pungent 
enough in its language; and, as I think, calcu- 
lated to mislead this House and the ceuntry, in 
relation to the course of the committee of investi- 
gation, and of which I am a member. I may 
unaffectedly say, that I feel compelled by an im- 
perative sense of public duty to answer it, so far 
as the short time remaining will permit me to do. 

With the constitution ef that committee I had 


|| nothing to do. My own impression is, that I | 
voted against the resolution of the gentleman from | 
Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] when it was introduced; | 


but when placed upon the committee appointed 
every member of the House should do, discharge 


strict regard to the best interests of the country. 
The gentleman from Ohio tells us that this com- 
mittee was an inquisitorial tribunal—secret in its 
character—and seeking, as I understood him, te 
stab reputation in the dark. I know the gentle- 
man said that he meant no imputation upon the 
several members of the committee; but if it were 
a secret body, and if its object was to assassinate 
character in this Hall, or out of it, it isa charge 
which should be met and repelled; and certainly it 
becomes the duty of this committee to repel it. It 
is sufficient, however, for that purpose to present 
the facts in the case. Even the gentleman him- 
self has given a statement of these facts, that, to 


has read an article from a paper published in this 
city, charging the House with favoring combina- 
tions, which would take millions from the pock- 





disgracefu 
published in the Scientific American. Well, sir, 
that journal is one of the ablest, and, for the kind, 
the most important of any circulated in this coun- 
| try; that it was again published in a family paper 


| —a weekly which reaches the hearth-stones of more 
| firesides than any paper of that great city. Sev- 
| eral other papers of general circulation, with long 
_ subscription lists, and having readers in every 
| part of the country, copied, amplified, and, in some 
instances, indorsed these reports, and by this 
means extensive currency was given to charges 


deeply affecting the dignity and usefulness of the 


| 


under that resolution, I endeavored to do what | 


my duty faithfully and conscientiously, and with a | 


some extent, disproves his own asgertions. He | 


ets of the pes le by means that were corrupt and | 
" e tells us how that this article was | 


of Philadelphia, called the Saturday Evening Post | 
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House, and the character of the representatives ,; 
the people composing it. Those rumors, as the 
gentleman terms them, had been carried, too, Over 
the electric wire to the home of every member of 
this House. What were the committee to do: i 
willtell you: They were to examine these charves 
and ascertain whether they had any just founds. 
| tion. 

Let me call the attention of the commitee for 
a moment to the resolution under which this com. 
mittee of investigation was appointed: 

* Resolved, That a committee of seven members bea 
pointed to inquire whether money has been offered to mem 
bers, or other illegal or improper means used, to ingycs 
members to aid in securing the passage or deteat of a bil 
to extend Colt’s patent for seven years ; and also whether 
money has been offered to members, or other illegal or jn). 
proper means used, either directly or indirectly, to seers 

, the passage or defeat of any bill before Congress ; ang that 
the said committee shall have power to send for persons 
and papers, with authority to examine witnesses on oat}.» 


That was the resolution by virtue of which th 
Committee were to call witnesses before them 
claiming to have a knowledge of these facts, ani 
examine them upon their oaths; and witnesses were 
examined. Nothing was proved to compromise 
the character of any member upon this floor, an¢ 
| Iam glad of the opportunity to say it here. Bu 

there was sufficient to show a most unfortunate, if 

not disgraceful state of things around this Capito), 
| It was proved that combinations of interests werg 
attempted to be formed, and that letter-writers were 
employed for the purpose, not merely of securing 
an extension of patent rights, but to defeat them 
where defeat best carried out their policy or ma- 
levolence, and, if need be, they were to libel any 
ene who might stand in the way of the object they 
had in view. If gentlemen of the committee w)| 
read the deposition of Horace H. Day they will 
find a verification of the truth of every word I have 
_ uttered; or if gentlemen still doubt, then read that 
of Dickerson, and they will find that he enter. 
| tained proposals from this same Day to pay him 
| alargesum of money for purposes connected with 
legislation before this House. Is not that a state 
of things deserving the serious consideration of 
| Congress, and the country; and were the commit- 
tee to be silent with such a revelation before them? 

The gentleman from Ohio objects to the action 
| of the committee upon another ground, that it was 
a secret committee. Ido not know that it differed 
in this respect from other committees having 
charge of important public business. I do not 
| remember that that committee at any time closed 
| its doors. They may have done so with the view 
|of keeping out those not necessarily connected 

with the investigation, and my impression is, that 

other committees of the House have done, ar‘ 
| daily do, the same thing. I remember thatl had 
| occasion, a few days since, to call at the room of 
| the cormmittee of which the honorable gentleman 
|| from Ohio (Mr. Epcerron] is chairman, on busi- 
| ness of one of my constituents, and I found thatthe 
| doors were closed. 1 supposed then, and | sup- 
| pose now, that that committee transacted business 
‘| in the privacy of its own committee room, for 
| their own security and protection, and for the 
public good. 

Mr. EDGERTON (interrupting) here made an 
| inquiry, which was quite inaudible at the report- 
ers’ desk. 

Mr. EDDY. I will answer the gentleman. He 
| has charged this committee with sitting in secret 
for the purpose of trying members for corruption 
| and bribery; but I say to him that, whenever there 
was anything that occurred in the sessions of the 
committee reflecting upon any member, direct or 
|| by implication, which might require his notice, 
then each and every such member was promptly 
notified of it, so that he might come forward and 
clear himself from any suspicion which might 
have been engendered; and I am happy to say 
| here, that in every case it was most .fiectually 
done. In every other respect.I suppose that the 
committee observed the same secrecy as the com- 
mittee of which the honorable gentleman from 
| Obio is chairman, and other committees of the 
|| House. 
|| Mr. EDGERTON, (interrupting.) The gen- 
'| tleman should observe the distinction that the 
|| committee of which I am chairman has a specific 
|| matter referred to it by the rules. 
| Mr. EDDY. I did not interrupt the gentleman 
| during the time he occupied the floor, and he had 
\| his full hour, while I have only a few moments, 
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———— 


od [ trust the gentleman will not interrupt me. 
' iid not draw distinctions for him, and the gen- 
»»man from Ohio shall not draw them for me. 

"| was speaking of the fact that, whenever any- 
vine occurred in that committee deserving the 
“vention of any member of this House, having 
“? nection with the discharge of his legislative 
re es, he was at once notified of that fact. But 
he gentieman from Ohio tells us that the report of 
sc ommittee, like other reports, will, after the 
ich of March next, sink into a sea of forgetful- 
-ocg, Well, sir, letit sink. I have no objection. 
| only ask that it shall have done its duty here. 
i, was for that purpose only that the report was 
made. But I think the gentleman from Ohio should 
be the last one to complain of its sinking into 
“significance. If it does sink into that sea, the 
same line which brings up the report from its deep 
»otom will bring to the surface the gentleman’s 
eovech with it; and if the report is valuable to the 
children of that committee, and to them only, as 
he alleges, his speech, possibly, may be regarded 
of like value to his own children. His name and 
feme will be rescued from the oblivion which 


the pall of time throws over all. I do not know | 


whether they will look upon the inheritance as 
worth possessing. That is not for me to decide. 
Administrators may not deem it as proper assets; 
but they can file it with the inventory of effects. 
| mean nothing offensive; but when gentlemen 
make allusions of this character, and attempt to | 
sirike down members of that committee by ridi- || 
culeand sarcastic reflections, [ only wish to re- 
mind them that comparisons may be instituted as 
sicnificant as their own. | 


Mr. Chairman, I desire now to call the atten- || her armies with his revolvers. 


tion of the committee for the few moments left 


me, to the character of the application now before | Russia, and is about to establish another manu- 


[ shall allude in the first place, to the facts 
which this report discloses, and, in reply to the 
gentleman from Ohio, show that the expenses of 
prosecuting this application, have been largely 
over-estimated. 

Now, sir, one word as to the testimony of Mr. | 
Dickerson. He says: 


“ Question by Mr. Ruffin. Name the agents or attorneys 
of Colonel Colt, now in his employ, to aid the passage of 
his patent extension bill; and state, also, what compensa- 
tion has been paid or promised to each, and whether such 
compensation is contingent or absolute ? 

“ Answer. Besides myself, Colonel Clemens, and Mr. 
£. H. Thompson, (who, I believe, has a seat on the floor 
ofthe House,) Mr. George Ashmun, of Massachusetts, was 
ewployed as counse! early in the session, but that employ- 
ment. | believe, is atan end. Besides these, I know of 
no other being so employed. A compensation has been 
paid them, but its amount and character relate to Colonel 
Colv’s private affairs, and I,as his counsel, cannot with 
propriety disclose it. 

“ Question by Mr. Zollicoffer. Do you anticipate that 
the expenses of your entertainments at the National Hotel, 


while acting as Colonel Colt’s counselor, will be refunded 
byhim; or do you defray such expenses, or any part of 
them, out of funds of Colonel Colt in your hands, or sub- 
ject to your dratt? 

“nswer. I pay my expenses by check on my own 


bank account. When I make up my account against my 
client, | consider all my outlays in that behalfas an element 
tobe considered. I do not charge them as an item, but 
they affect mny bills against my client, of cours®.”? 


The report further shows, that not only Dick- 
erson, but other witnesses, when asked to tell 


what amount had been expended in behalf of this || 


application, their reply was that it was a private | 
matter, and did notconcern us. I might, sir, give 
extract after extract of the same character, from 
this report. I have no doubt that the amount | 
stated by my friend from Virginia (Mr. Letcuer} 
was correct, when he said that not less than 
$15,000 had been expended to control legislation 
in this matter. But suppose it should not be more 
than $9,000. We, sir, out in the West, regard | 
$9,000 as no inconsiderable fertune. That sum 
expended for the purpose of procuring legislation 
Would be astounding intelligence to them. But 
the presumption from the evidence is, that $9,000 | 
18 Only a small item of the wholeexpense. Why, | 
this same witness, Dickerson, if I remember right, | 
who gave entertainments at the National Hotel, | 
says thatan equitable portion of the expenses thus | 
incurred were to be paid by the petitioner; and the | 
pritioner himself, in his testimony, tells you that 
ickerson had unlimited power to draw upon him 
for any amount of money he pleased, to pay for 
's professional services, and the nature and value 


: 
of those services can be easily understood and did not have the advantage of his patent for more | 
i 


estimated. 
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| with the best mechanics, and the mest finished 


| ernment of Great Britain is itself his best cus- 


il ° 
|| cast iron 
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Now, sir, I will say a few words upon the || of ten-fold 
general question. The report of the committee, 
I believe, proposes an extension of this patent to 
the term of seven years. In 1857 Colt will have 
already enjoyed a patent for his fire-arm for twen- 
ty-one years. It isin proof, so far as any such 
fact can be proved, and lasidne to the lowest esti- 
mates that 1 have heard from any one, that he is 
now worth $300,000. It is enough to satisfy us, 
Mr. Chairman, that he has erected a large manu- 
facturing establishment at Hartford, in the State 
of Connecticut, and that the property has been 
estimated at $700,000. The gentleman from Ohio 
thinks it is not worth more than half ef that. 
Well, call it worth $350,000, and who even here 
does not regard that as an ample fortune—one 
which ought te last any onea life-time, making 
comfortable the possessor of it, and a sufficient 
provision to those who follow him ? 

But that is not all. Mr. Colt goes to London 
and establishes another manufactory there, worth 
$250,000, and so perfect in its machinery as to 
attract the attention of even that great metropolis. 

New, look at this in another view. At home 
Mr. Colt asks for an extension of his patent for a 
term of seven years. Abroad he invests capital 
to the amount of $250,000, without protection of 
any kind, and in competition, toe, with the pauper 
labor of England, (as it is sometimes called,) and 


more importance to the producing in- 
terests of the country than the one now under 


consideration, a repeating firearm. As important 
as that arm is acknowledged to be 


{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate, under the 
order of the House, is now closed. The gentle- 
man from Rhode Island, (Mr. Tuvasrox,} who 
reported the bill, is entitled to an hour to close the 
debate. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, Iam aware 
that, under the rules of the House, I am entitled to 
an hour for the purpose of closing the debate on 
this bill for the relief of Samuel! Colt, but | do not 
purpose to avail myself of that privilege. The 
facts in the case have been laid before members, 
investigated, and thoroughly discussed; and con- 
ceiving that we are prepared to vote, I yield my 
right to occupy the floor for debate, and ask that 
it may now be decided whether or not Colt’s patent 
is to be extended. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I would ask the gentle- 
man from Rhode Island to yield to me, so that I 
may submit a motion for the purpose of effecting 
the object he has in view. 

Mr. THURSTON. I give way to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Then I move that the 
enacting clause be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 1 hope that I may 
be first allowed to make an amendment to the 
bill. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. With the permission of 
the committee, I will state, by way of apology for 
my motion to strike out the enacting clause of the 
bill, that [ have not participated in the debate, nor 
in the feeling wits ha characterized it. I donot 
know that [ am for or against the proposition. I 
make the motion simply for the purpose of bring- 
ing the committee to a vote. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I rise to a question of 
order. The motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sothe Chair decides, and 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Then let the vote be 
taken. 





machinery upon the face of the earth, and he suc- 
ceeds and makes money under those circumstances 
in the heart of that opulent kingdom. The Gov- 


tomer, and to-day he has large orders to supply 
Rumor, too, if I 
may be allowed to allude to it, says he is going to 


factory there. Without protection, then, and with 
competition in Europe, he stands to-day the mo- 
nopolist of the whole civilized werld ef the manu- 
facture of that arm. 
But we are told that there is another reason why 
| this patent should be extended, and that is, the | 
| manufacture should not be thrown open to com- | 
| petition, as an inferior article would be produced— | 
istols, for instance, would be made and || 
sold—and that therefore protection is necessary in || Mr. INGERSOLL. Mr. Chairman, coming, 
| order to secure an efficient fire-arm. Iwas aston- || as [ do, from the State of Connecticut, I feel 
|ished that such an argument should be made. || [Cries of ‘‘ Order!” from all parts of the Hall.] 
| There is no article of manufacture to which the || Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Is it in order to per- 
| same objection could not be applied. Everything || fect the bill before the question is taken on the 
| that is manufactured can be so imitated as to cheat || motion to strike out the enacting clause ? 
| the most practiced eye; but isthat anyreason why || The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
| you should give a man a monopoly of manufac- || the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
ture for a number of years? Why, sir, | believe | precedence. 
| that the State which is now so faithfully repre- Mr. INGERSOLL. I appeal to the gentleman 
| sented, in part, by the gentleman from Connecti- | from Tennessee te withdraw his motion for afew 
'cut, (Mr. Prarr,] is somewhat famous for its | moments. 
| manufactures. 1 remember once te have heard || Mr. ETHERIDGE. I cannot withdraw it. 
| that Connecticut made wooden hams and nutmegs, || Mr. WARREN. I demand tellers on the mo- 
| and yet [ have never heard that a man who sold | tion to strike out the enacting clause. 
| nutmegs required protection by the intervention || Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ernerince 
of Congress. Nor have I ever heard that Ohio | and Parker were appointed. 
required protection, in consequence of either cast The question was taken; and the motion was 
| iron or wood imitations, to her pork trade. || agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 99, 
Should this patent be extended, and enjoyed for | noes 23. 
seven years in addition to the twenty-one, Colt || So the committee agreed to strike out the enact- 
would amass a fortune, that would make him a || ing clause of the bill. 
Girard or an Astor. Already has he accumulated || r. WARREN. I move that the committee 
not less than half a million of dollars, as we have | do now rise, and report the bill to the House. 
| every reason to believe, and that within the last || The question was put; and the motion agreed to. 
| six years, as is shown by the report of the Com- The committee rose; and the Speaker pro tem- 
| missioner of Patents. I have not time to read it. pore (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee) having resumed 
When before, | ask, has such a privilege been | the chair, the Chairman (Mr. Greenwoop) re- 
| extended to any patentee under similar circum- || ported that a Committee of the Whole House had, 
| stances? You remember the case of Whitney, || according to order, had the Private Calendar gen- 
_ who, perhaps, gave, by hisinvention, greater ben- | erally under consideration, and particularly the bill 
| efit to American interests than any other mechanic | of the House (No. 59) known as the Colt patent 
that ever lived within the borders of this Republic. | case, and had instructed him to report the same to 
He revolutionized the productions of almost one | the House with a recommendation that the enact- 
half the Union, and gave a value tothat which was | ing clause be stricken out. ' 
then almost valueless, but now controls the trade|| Mr. EDGERTON. I demand the previous 
of the world, and, more than anything else, is its question upon the motion to strike out the enacting 
bond of peace. Yet, sir, when he asked for an || clause. 
extension of his patent Congress refused it, and,|| The previous question was seconded, and the 
among others, upon the ground that he had enjoyed || main question ordered to be put. 
the monopoly for a sufficiently long period of time || Mr. ORR. 1| want the yeas and nays on that 
to amply repay him for his invention. 1| do not |) question. 
recollect exactly, but my impression is, that the || The yeas and nays were ordered. — ; 
case of Oliver Evans was another in point. At|| The question was taken; and decided in the 
| all events, no renewal of patent was granted. He || affirmative—yeas 111, nays 68; as follows: 
YEAS—Mezers. Aiken, James C. Allen, Appleton. Ashe, 
than twenty-one years, and yet his invention was!) Barksdale, Barry, Benson, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Breck- 





| 














nridge, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Chastain, Chrisman, 

Clark, Cliogman, Corwin, Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, 
De Witt, Dowdell, lunbar, Eddy, Edmands, Thomas D. 
Eliot, Jon M. Elliott, Eilieon, Etheridge, Everbart, Faulk 
ner, Flagler, Vrankiin, Puller, Giddings, Goode, Goodrich, 
Greenwood, Grey, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Wiley P. Harris, 
Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, Howe, 
Daniel 'T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Roland Joues, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, Lane, 
Letcher, Lewis, Lilly, Lyon, McQueen, May, Middies- 
warth, Smith Miller, Miilson, Morgan, Mornson, Murray, 
Noble, Mordeeai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Peck, Bishop 
Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Preston, 
Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Re bbins, 
Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Shaw, Simmons, William Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens Stratton, John a, 
Taylor, Upham, Vail, Vansant, Wade, Walker, Walley, 
isract Washburn, John Wentworth, ‘Tappan Wentworth, 
Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—111. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Banks, 
Belcher, Bell, Bennett, Bliss, Bridges, Bristow, Bugg, 
Campbell, Chamberlain, Chase, Cobb, Cook, Cullom, 
Thomas Davis, Disney, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Eng 
lish, Gamble, Goodwin, Green, Andrew J. Harlan, Hill, 
Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, Kurtz, Lamb, Lindsley, 
McCulloch, Macdonald, McDougall, McMuilin, Mace, 
Maurice, Meacham, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Pratt, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rowe, Russell, Sapp, Seward, Seymour, Shan- 
pou, Shower, William R. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Andrew Stuart, David 
Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, 
Tweed, Warren, Wells, Westbrook, and Yates—68. 

So the enacting clause was stricken out, and the 
bill rejected. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FARLEY stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Fiorence. 

Mr. MATTESON also stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Wuecer; that he was opposed to 
the bill, and should otherwise have voted to strike 
out the enacting clause. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the vote by 
which the enacting clause was stricken out be 
reconsidered, and to lay the motion to reconsider 


upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
ANTONY KILGORE. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I havea bill 
in which several farmers in the neighborhood in 
which I reside are interested. I ask the unani- 
mous conugent of the House to introduce the bill; 
and if there be no objection, | will ask the [louse 
to it upon its passage. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to remit the duties upon a lot of hemp- 
seed imported into the United States by Antony 
Kilgore and other farmers of the State of Ken- 
tucky, for agricultural purposes. 

The bill was then read in exlenso. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. 
to make a very brief explanation, I think I can 
molt every gentleman of the propriety of passing 
the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the House will allow 
me, | wil) state that there are several farmers in 
my district who have imported cattle largely 
within the last year. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that he amend his bill so 
as to include them. 

Mr. STANTON. I trust that the House will 
allow me to make a short statement. Last year 
the crop of hemp-seed failed in Kentucky. Not 
enough could be saved for planting the present 
year. These persons were, in consequence, com- 
pelied to send to Europe to obtain a sufficient 
quantity to plant. They imported some four 
thousand three hundred bushels, but even with 
that they had not enough to plant more than half 
acrop. This bill proposes, merely, that they be 
allowed to receive the seed free of duty. It seems 
to me there should be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. PRINGLE. 1 object. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. BOCOCK. There is a Senate bill upon the || 
Speaker's table, entitled ** A bill to promote the. 


efficiency of the Navy.” I desire the consent of the 


House to have it taken up, referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Naval Affairs, and printed. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up, read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affaire, and ordered to be printed. | 


MOUTHS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 

_Mr. DUNBAR. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 
oill of the Senate (No. 68) to remove obstructions 
to navigation in the mouths of the Mississippi river 
at the Southwest Pass and Pass i|’Outre was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


'| the first branch of that amendment. 


If the House will allow me | 


| to 


I move to reeonsider the vote by which the | 


|| no woman shall receive a 
i). which her busband received one. 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Does the | 


gentleman propose to put the bill upon its pas- 
sage? 

Mr. DUNBAR. No, sir. I only wish to have 
the motion entered, and | willcall itup some other 
day. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. 
to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be entered. 

INVALID PENSION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ifgentlemen are not disposed 
to go on with private business, as they do not seem 
to be, I will ask their consent to allow me to report 
back the bill making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the year ending the 30th of June, 1856, 
which has been returned from the Senate with 
amendments. There are only two amendments 
to the bill. It will not take five minutes to dis- 


I have no objection 


The motion will 


| pose of them, and I hope there will be no objec- 


tion. 

There being no objection, the bill was reported 
to the House. 

The amendment of the Senate was then re- 
ported, as follows: 

Adi as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enactel, That the widows of 
the officers, non-commisioned officers, marines, or mari 
ners, who served in the Navy of the United States during 
the revolutionary war, and who were married since the 
first day of January, 1800, shall be entitled to pensions in 
the same manner and to the same extent as the widows of 
the officers and soldiers of the army of the Revolution, 
under the second section of the act of February 3, 1853; 
aud the pensions granted by this act, and those under 
said second section of the act of February 3, 1853, shall 
commence on the first day of March, 1848. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the amendment of 
the Senate to which I called the attention of the 
House some days ago. It proposes to accomplish 
two objects. The first is to put the widows of 
officers of the Navy, and of sailors and marines, 
upon an equality with the widows of officers and 
soldiers of the Army. It also proposes to extend 
back the law of 1853, so as to make the pensions 
commence in 1848. It is right, in the estimation 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, to adopt 


latter part of it be agreed to, it will, according to 
the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, re- 
quire $1,000,000 to commence the extension. The 
committee, therefore, recommend that the amend- 
ment of the Senate be amended by striking out 
the words *‘ and the pensions granted by this act, 


and those under said second section of the act of || 


February 3, 1853, shall commence on the Ist day 
of March, 1848.’’ 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put, being first 
upon the amendment proposed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means to the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call for tellers 
on thatamendment. It ought not to be adopted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Boyce and 
Mupp.eswarktTH were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 


| ported—ayes 76, noes 56. 


Mr. BENNETT calied for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, as amended; and it was agreed 


While the question was being taken, 
Mr. FENTON addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER protempore. There is another || 


amendment to this bill not yet disposed of. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
in what state the bill is now in reference to the 
amendment which I had the honor of offering? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment 


|| offered in the House, by the gentleman from New | 
York, is now before the House, and will be re- | 


ported by the Clerk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That any woman who was the 
wife or widow of an officer, non-commissioned officer, 
musician, private, seaman, or marine, who served in the 
Army or Navy of the United States in the revolutionary 
war, or ir any subsequent war, and has since died in the 
land or naval service of the United States, shall also be en- 
titled to the benefits of the pension laws, or of this act; but 
pension for any time during 


But if the || 


I now move the previous ques- | 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Commit; 
of Ways and Means recommend non-concurrens 
in the amendment. . 

Mr. FENTON spoke in support of his amens. 
ment, Elis remarks will be published in the a, 
pendix. > 

The question being on the adoption of i, 
amendment, 

Mr. FENTON called for the yeas and nays 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. . 

| The question was then taken; and the amend. 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vot. 
by which the Senate amendment had been oop. 
curred in, and also moved that the motion to re. 
consider be laid on the table; which latter Motion 

| was agreed to. 

| The title of the bill was then amended by addin 

| to the end thereof ‘and for other purposes,” 


ARMY APPROPRIATON BILL, 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, reported 
back, from the Committee of Ways and Means, , 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 185¢. 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

| on the state of the Union, and ordered to by 
| printed. 

Mr. ELLISON also, by unanimous consent, 
| introduced a bill for the relief of Catharine \ 
Hamer, widow of the late General Thomas L. 
Hamer; which was read a first and second time 
by its title,and referred to the Committee on Mili. 
| tary Affairs. 
| HORSES AND OTHER LOST PROPERTY, 
| Mr. ETHERIDGE. The House will recollect 
| that a few mornings ago I stated that if the House 
would give metwenty minutes’ time to explain the 
bill that I then introduced, that I would ask for no 
further indulgence this session. The House wi! 
recollect that | occupied but five minutes of their 
| time, and I propose now to consume the remain- 

ing fifteen minutes, in order to take up a bill which 
I am sure every gentleman in this House will sup- 
port if I can but obtain unanimous consent to take 
itup. It is a bill to change the mode of proof 
in relation to the payment for property lost or 
| destroyed in the military service of the United 
States. I have no doubt that every gentleman in 
the House is familiar with the provisions of the 
bill. Resolutions have come up here from the 
Legislatures of several States instructing their 
Representatives to vote for it. 
l ask, then, that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to provide for the payment of 
horses and other property lost or destroyed in the 
| military service of the United States,’’ approved 
March 3, 1849. 
The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 
Mr. GIDDINGS, of Ohio. I wish to remark 
that this bill changes the whole features of legis- 
lation for forty years. We are about to rush 
through a bill which metes out a measure of jus- 
tice to thése who may hereafter come before this 
| body entirely differing from that which has been 
meted out to those who have gone before, and | 
therefore object. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


| Mr. MIDDLESWARTH. I ask the unan- 
| mous consent of the House to take from the Speak- 
| er’s table Senate bill (No. 511) entitled ‘* An act 
|| granting bounty lands to certain officers and_sol- 
| diers,”’ for the purpose of referring it to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs. { hope that there will 
| 


| 





be no objection to it, as I presume every gentleman 
is familiar with the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs is not the proper committee to whom this 
subject should be referred, and I object. 


REGISTER AND RECEIVER AT VINCENNES. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take from the 
| Speaker’s table Senate bill (No. 587) to continue 
| temporarily the offices of register and receiver 
, Vincennes. 
| The bill provides that the register and receiver 
|| shall be continued temporarily in their offices at 
| Vincennes until the final report shall be made by 
the commissioners pursuant to the act of Con- 


\| gress of July, 1854, to adjust titles to certain lands 





